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31278  Taxes— 'Employment  Treasury/IRS  announces 

public  hearing  on  proposed  regidations  on  voluntary 
withholding  ftom  sick  pay. 

31290  Energy-Broadcasting  Facilities  FCC  proposes  to 
permit  use  of  FM  Subsidiary  Communications 
Authorization  to  transmit  broadcast  signals  for 
Utility  Load  Management  purposes. 

31286  Teieconmninications  FCC  requests  comments  on 
development  of  policies  for  authorization  of 
common  carrier  facilities  to  meet  PaciHc  region 
telecommunication  needs  during  1981-1995. 

31267  Nuclear  Material  NRC  proposes  to  improve 

capabilities  for  early  detection  of  thefts  of  intransit 
special  nuclear  material  of  moderate  strategic 
significance. 

31294  Hazardous  Materials  Transportation  DOT/RSPA 
requests  comments  on  definition  of  oxidizers  and  on 
test  methods  which  will  enable  shippers  to 
determine  whether  products  to  be  shipped  are 
oxidizers. 

31257  Pensions  PBGC  adopts  additional  interest  rates 
and  factors  for  valuation  of  benefits  in  non¬ 
multiemployer  plans  that  terminated  on  or  after 
7-1-81. 

CONTINUED  INSIDE 
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31318,  Grant  Programs— Education  ED  announces 
31320  application  closing  dates  for  the  College  Assistance 
Migrant  Program  and  the  High  School  Equivalency 
Program.  (2  documents] 

31300  Import  CITA  adjusts  import  restraint  levels  for 
certain  cotton  textile  products  from  India. 

31401  Sunshine  Act  Meeting 

Privacy  Act  Document 

31306  DOD 


There  are  no  restrictions  on  the  republication  of  material 
appearing  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Questions  and  requests  for  specific  information  may  be  directed 
to  the  telephone  numbers  listed  under  INFORMATION  AND 
ASSISTANCE  in  the  READER  AIDS  section  of  this  issue. 
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III 


Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

RULES 

31249  Lemons  grown  in  Ariz.  and  Calif. 

Agriculture  Department 

See  Agricultural  Marketing  Service;  Animal  and 
Plant  Health  Inspection  Service. 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service 

RULES 

Livestock  and  poultry  quarantine: 

31249  Exotic  Newcastle  disease 

Army  Department 

See  Engineer  Corps. 

Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

31296  Aerlinte  Eireann  Teoranta 

31297  Air  Berlin  USA:  fitness  investigation 

31297  Former  large  irregular  air  service  investigation  et 
al. 

31401  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Coast  Guard 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Anchorage  regulations: 

31278  Massachusetts 

NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

31396  Rules  of  the  Road  Advisory  Council;  membership 

Commerce  Department 

See  Economic  Development  Administration; 
International  Trade  Administration;  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administration. 

Commodity  Futures  Trading  Commission 

NOTICES 

Contract  market  proposals: 

31301  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange;  fresh  white  eggs 
contract 

31301  Comex  Clearing  Association,  Inc.;  guaranty  fund, 
position  limits,  original  margin,  and  assessments; 
extension  of  time 

Consumer  Product  Safety  Commisson 

NOTICES 

31401  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Customs  Service 

NOTICES 

31398  Customs  regulations;  reprinted  looseleaf  edition; 
availability 

Defense  Department 

See  also  Engineers  Corps;  Navy  Department. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

31305  Electron  Devices  Advisory  Group 


31305  Science  Board  task  forces 

31306  Privacy  Act;  systems  of  records 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

NOTICES 

Registration  applications,  etc.;  controlled 

ciiHcf  anpoG* 

31393  Walker.  Donald  C..  N.D..  et  al. 

Economic  Development  Administration 

NOTICES 

Import  determination  petitions: 

31297  Clements  Wire  &  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

NOTICES 

Consent  orders: 

31321  Aminoil  USA,  Inc. 

Education  Department 

NOTICES 

Grant  applications  and  proposals,  closing  dates: 
31320  College  Assistance  Migrant  Program 

31318  High  School  Equivalency  Program 

Energy  Department 

See  Economic  Regulatory  Administration;  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission;  Hearings  and 
Appeals  OfFice,  Energy  Department. 

Engineers  Corps 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

31305  Waterways  study,  national 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 

RULES 

Air  quality  implementation  plans;  approval  and 
promulgation;  various  States,  etc.: 

31261  Delaware 

31260  Kentucky 

31258,  Pennsylvania  (2  documents) 

31259 

Grants,  State  and  local  assistance: 

31259  Research  and  demonstration  projects;  class 

deviation 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Hazardous  waste  programs;  interim  authorizations; 
various  States: 

31279  Virginia:  extension  of  time 

Pesticide  chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural 
commodities;  tolerances  and  exemptions,  etc.: 
31279  i,2-Benzisothiazolin-3-one 

NOTICES 

Air  quality;  prevention  of  significant  deterioration 
(PSD): 

31347  Delaware;  authority  delegation 

Toxic  and  hazardous  substances  control: 

31345  Premanufacture  notices  receipts 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

31250,  DcHavilland  (2  documents) 

31251 
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31253  Jet  routes 

31252  Transition  areas;  correction 
31251  VOR  Federal  airways 
31250  VOR  Federal  airways:  correction 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Airworthiness  directives: 

31268  McDonnell  Douglas 
31278  Jet  routes;  correction 

31269  Terminal  control  areas 
NOTICES 

Meetings: 

31397  Aeronautics  Radio  Technical  Commission 

31397  Air  Traffic  Procedures  Advisory  Committee 

Organization  and  functions: 

31397  East  Asian  International  Field  Office,  Tokyo, 

Japan;  closing 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

RULES 

Radio  stations;  table  of  assignments; 

31264  Arizona 

31265  Minnesota 

31264  South  Carolina 
Television  broadcasting; 

31265  Auxiliary  broadcast  stations;  frequency 

assignment  table:  technical  amendments 

PROPOSED  RULES 
Common  carrier  services; 

31292  Domestic  public  land  mobile  radio  service;  air- 

ground  stations  table  of  assignments,  Memphis, 
Tenn. 

31286  Pacific  region  telecommunications  needs, 

1981-1995;  advance  notice 
Radio  services,  special; 

31290  Utility  load  management;  FM  subsidiary 

communications  authorization 

NOTICES 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.; 

31349  Federal-State  Joint  Board  on  Jurisdictional 

Separations;  membership 
Hearings,  etc.: 

31348  Altoona  Telephone  Message  Center 

31349  Withers  Broadcasting  Co. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 

NOTICES 

31401  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

RULES 

Flood  elevation  determinations; 

31262  Wisconsin 

PROPOSED  RULES 

Flood  elevation  determinations: 

31285  California 

31283  New  Hampshire;  correction 

31282  New  York 

31285  New  York:  correction  {2  documents) 

31283  North  Dakota 

31281  Pennsylvania 

31284  Utah 

31283  Wisconsin 

NOTICES 

Radiological  emergency;  State  plans: 

31350  North  Carolina 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

RULES 

Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978:  ceiling  prices  for 
high  cost  natural  gas  produced  from  tight 
formations:  various  States; 

31253  Colorado 

31254,  New  Mexico  (2  documents) 

31255 

31255,  Texas  (2  documents) 

31256 

NOTICES 

Hearings,  etc.: 

31321  Alabama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co. 

31322  Algonquin  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

31323  Anoka,  Minn. 

31322  ANR  Storage  Co. 

31322  Arnold,  Robert  C. 

31322  Bartnoff,  Shepard 

31323  Boston  Edison  Co. 

31323  Cities  Service  Gas  Co. 

31324  Clark,  Philip  R. 

31324  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co. 

31324  Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp. 

31325  Consumers  Power  Co. 

31325  Dakota  County,  Minn. 

31326  Danner,  George  III,  et  al. 

31326,  Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Co.  (2  documents) 

31327 

31327  DeVeny,  Willis  D. 

31328  Dieckamp,  Herman  M. 

31328  East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co. 

31328  Empire  District  Electric  Co.  (2  documents) 

31329  Finfrock,  Ivan  R.,  Jr. 

31329  Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co. 

31329  Gas  Research  Institute 

31330  Granite  State  Gas  Transmission,  Inc. 

31330  Hydro  Light,  Inc. 

31331  Idaho  Power  Co. 

31331  Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  Co. 

31332  Kuhns.  William  G. 

31332  Lost  Hills  Water  District,  Calif. 

31333  Montana  Power  Co.  (2  documents) 

31333  National  Fuel  Gas  Distribution  Corp. 

31334  National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

31334  New  England  Power  Service  Co. 

31334  New  York  State  Electric  &  Gas  Corp. 

31335  Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp.  (2  documents) 
31335,  Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.  (2  documents) 

31336 

31336  Oasis  Pipe  Line  Co. 

31337  Public  Service  Co.  of  New  Mexico 

31337  Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Co. 

31337  South  Georgia  Natural  Gas  Co. 

31337  Southern  California  Edison  Co. 

31338  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co. 

31338  Stingray  Pipeline  Co. 

31339  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

31339  Union  Electric  Co. 

31339  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  (2  documents) 

31340  Utah  Power  &  Light  Co. 

31340  VanSchoik,  Milton  L. 

31340  Verrochi,  William  A. 

31340  Yakima — ^Tieton  Irrigation  District 

31341  York  Haven  Power  Co. 

Natural  gas  companies: 

31332  Certificates  of  public  convenience  and  necessity; 
applications,  abandonment  of  service  and 
petitions  to  amend 
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31401  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Federal  Highway  Administration 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

31397  Alameda,  Calif.;  intent  to  prepare 

Federal  Housing  Commissioner— Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing 

RULES 

Mortgage  and  loan  insurance  programs: 

31257  Home  ownership  and  project  rehabilitation; 

maximum  mortgage  amounts;  interim;  correction 

Federal  Maritime  Commission 
NOTICES 

Energy  and  environmental  statements;  availability, 
etc.: 

31350  Gulf  European  Freight  Association  et  al. 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.: 

31398  Providence,  Rhode  Island  railroad  and  highway 
improvements,  and  elements  of  Northeast 
Corridor  improvement  project 

Federal  Reserve  System 

RULES 

Credit  by  brokers  and  dealers  (Regulation  T): 

31250  Margin  accoimts;  use  of  foreign  currency 
NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

31352  Agri  Bancorporation 

31354  Citizens  Deposit  Bancshares,  Inc. 

31352  Dakota  Bankshares,  Inc. 

31354  Eden  Bank  Holding  Co.,  Inc. 

31354  Fall  River  Bankshares,  Inc. 

31350  First  Interstate  International  of  California 

31351  First  Wisconsin  International  Bank 

31354  Howe  Financial  Corp. 

31351  Independent  Bankshares  Corp. 

31351  Industrial  Bancshares,  Inc.,  et  al. 

31354  Lac  Qui  Parle  Bancorporation,  Inc. 

31355  Meeker  Bancshares,  Inc. 

31355  Northwest  Bancorporation 

31355  Peoples  Exchange  Bancorp,  Inc. 

31355  Pittsburgh  International  Bank 

31355  Rainsville  Holding  Co.,  Inc. 

31356  Republic  National  Bancshares,  Inc. 

31351  Southern  Bancorporation  of  Alabama 

31351  St.  Joseph  Bancorporation,  Inc. 

31356  Weatherford  Bancshares,  Inc.  . 

Bank  holding  companies;  proposed  de  novo 
nonbank  activities: 

31352  First  National  Boston  Corp.  et  al. 

Committees;  establishment,  renewals,  terminations, 
etc.: 

31356  Consumer  Advisory  Council;  membership 

General  Services  Administration 

NOTICES 

Public  utilities;  hearings,  etc.;  proposed 
intervention: 

31357  Colorado  Public  Service  Co. 


Hearings  and  Appeals  Office,  Energy  Department 

NOTICES 

Applications  for  exception: 

31344  Cases  filed 

31341  Decisions  and  orders 

Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department 

See  Federal  Housing  Conunissioner — Office  of 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing. 

Interior  Department 

See  Land  Management  Biu«au;  National  Park 
Service:  Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and 
Enforcement  Office. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
PROPOSED  RULES 
Employment  taxes: 

31278  Sick  pay;  voluntary  withholding;  hearing 

International  Trade  Administration 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

31298  Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 

Committee  (2  documents) 

Scientific  articles;  duty  fi‘ee  entry: 

31297  Emergency  Medical  Services.  Region  2A,  Inc. 

31298  Southern  Illinois  University  at  Carbondale 

31299  University  of  Utah 

31299  Veterans  Administration 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

NOTICES 
Motor  carriers: 

31373-  Finance  applications  (3  documents] 

31386 

31358-  Permanent  authority  applications  (4  documents) 

31383 

31389  Permanent  authority  applications;  restriction 

removals 

31359  Temporary  authority  applications 

Railroad  services  abandonment: 

31392  Norfolk  Southern  Railway  Co. 

31393  Waterloo  Railroad  Co. 

Justice  Department 

See  also  Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 

31393  Attorney  General’s  Task  Force  on  Violent  Crime 

Land  Management  Bureau 

NOTICES 

Classification  of  lands: 

31357  Idaho:  correction 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Motor  vehicle  safety  standards: 

31294  Speedometers  and  odometers;  petition  denied 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 

Administration 

NOTICES 

Marine  mammal  permit  applications,  etc.: 

31300  Air  Force  Department 
Meetings: 

31299  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council 


VI 
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National  Park  Service 
NOTICES 

Concession  permits,  etc.: 

31358  Yellowstone  National  Park,  Wyoming 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.; 

31357  Blue  Ridge  Parkway,  Va.;  Appalachian  Power 
Co.,  proposed  765-kV  electric  transmission  line 

Navy  Department 
NOTICES 

Meetings; 

31305  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Executive  Advisory 
Committee 

Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Plants  and  materials,  physical  protection: 

31267  Intransit  special  nuclear  material  of  moderate 
strategic  significance 

NOTICES 

Applications,  etc.: 

31394  Florida' Power  &  Light  Co.  et  al. 

31394  North  Carolina  State  University 

31395  South  Carolina  Electric  &  Gas  Co. 

31395  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  et  al. 

Parole  Commission 
NOTICES 

31402  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Pension  Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation 
RULES 

Plan  benefits  valuation: 

31257  Interest  rates  and  factors 

Research  and  Special  Programs  Administration, 
Transportation  Department 
PROPOSED  RULES 

Hazardous  materials: 

31294  Oxidizer,  definition;  advance  notice 

Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
NOTICES 

31402  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Self-regulatory  organizations;  proposed  rule 
changes: 

31395  National  Securities  Clearing  Corp. 

Small  Business  Administration 
NOTICES 

Disaster  areas: 

31396  Texas 

Surface  Mining  Reclamation  and  Enforcement 
Office 

RULES 

31258  Final  rules;  deferral  of  efiective  dates 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority 
NOTICES 

31402  Meetings;  Sunshine  Act 

Textile  Agreements  Implementation  Committee 
NOTICES 

Cotton  textiles: 

31300  India 


Transportation  Department 

See  Coast  Guard;  Federal  Aviation  Administration; 
Federal  Highway  Administration;  Federal  Railroad 
Administration;  National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration;  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration,  Transportation  Department. 

Treasury  Department 

See  Customs  Service;  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

Veterans  Administration 
RULES 

31262  Procurement  (2  documents) 

NOTICES 

Environmental  statements;  availability,  etc.; 

31399  Denver,  Colo.;  Fort  Logan  National  Cemetery; 
irrigation 

31400  Grand  Junction,  Colo.;  outpatient  and  clinic 
addition 

31399  Hines,  Ill.;  120-bed  nursing  home  care  unit 


MEETINGS  ANNOUNCED  IN  THIS  ISSUE 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

International  Trade  Administration — 

31298  Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory  Committee. 
Foreign  Availability  Subcommittee,  Washington, 
D.C.  (open).  6-30-81 

31298  Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory  Committee, 
Hardware  Subcommittee,  Washington,  D.C. 

(closed),  6-30-81 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration — 

31299  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  (open),  7-8,  7-9,  and  7-10-81 

DEFENSE  DEPARTMENT 

Corps  of  Engineers,  Army  Department — 

31305  National  Waterways  Study,  Arlington,  Va.  (open), 
7-21-81 

Navy.  Department — 

31305  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Executive  Panel 

Advisory  Committee,  Alexandria.  Va.  (closed),  6-30 
and  7-1-81 

Office  of  the  Secretary — 

31305  DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electronic  Devices, 
Working  Group  D  (Mainly  Laser  Devices), 
Lexington,  Mass,  (closed),  7-29  and  7-30-81 
31305  Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force,  Potable  Water 
in  Southwest  Asia,  Arlington,  Va.  (closed),  7-1-81 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Federal  Aviation  Administration — 

31397  Air  Traffic  Procedures  Advisory  Committee, 

Seattle,  Wash,  (open),  7-13  through  7-17-81 
31397  Radio  Technical  Commission  for  Aeronautics, 

Special  Committee  145,  Digital  Avionics  Software, 
Seattle.  Wash,  (open),  7-7,  7-8.  and  7-9-81 
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VII 


CHANGED  MEETING 

JUSTICE  DEPARTMENT 

31393  Attorney  General’s  Task  Force  on  Violent  Crime 
(open),  Chicago,  Ill.,  6-17-81  and  Detroit,  Mich., 
6-16-81 

HEARINGS 

TRANSPORTATION  DEPARTMENT 

Coast  Guard — 

31278  Establishment  of  Special  Anchorage  Area  in  Boston 
Inner  Harbor,  Boston,  Mass.,  7-9-81 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Internal  Revenue  Service — 

31278  Voluntary  withholding  from  sick  pay,  Washington, 
D.C.,  8-11-81 

CHANGED  HEARING 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION  AGENCY 

31279  Hazardous  Waste  Management  Program,  Virginia 
Application  for  Interim  Authorization,  Phase  I, 
Richmond,  Va.,  7-30-81 
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Rules  and  Regulations 
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31249 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having 
general  applicability  and  legal  effecL  most 
of  which  are  key^  to  and  codified  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
7  CFR  Part  910 
[Lemon  Regulation  309] 

Lemons  Grown  in  California  and 
Arizona;  Limitation  of  Handling 

agency:  Agricultural  Marketing  Service, 
USDA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  regulation  establishes 
the  quantity  of  fresh  Califomia-Arizona 
lemons  that  may  be  shipped  to  market 
during  the  period  June  14-20, 1981.  Such 
action  is  needed  to  provide  for  orderly 
marketing  of  fresh  lemons  for  this  period 
due  to  the  marketing  situation 
confronting  the  lemon  industry. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  14, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Doyle.  202-447-5975. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Findings. 
This  rule  has  been  reviewed  imder 
USDA  procedures  and  Executive  Order 
12291  and  has  been  classiHed  “not 
signincant",  and  not  a  major  rule.  This 
regulation  is  issued  under  the  marketing 
agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order  No. 
910,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  910), 
regulating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown 
in  California  and  Arizona.  The 
agreement  and  order  are  elective  under 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674).  The  action  is  based  upon  the 
recommmendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Lemon  Administrative 
Committee  and  upon  other  available 
information.  It  is  hereby  found  that  this 
action  will  tend  to  effectuate  the 
declared  policy  of  the  act. 

This  action  is  consistent  with  the 
marketing  policy  for  1980-81.  The 
marketing  policy  was  recommended  by 
the  committee  following  discussion  at  a 


public  meeting  on  July  8, 1980.  A 
regulatory  impact  analysis  on  the 
marketing  policy  is  available  from 
William  J.  Doyle,  Acting  Chief,  Fruit 
Branch,  F&V,  AMS,  USDA,  Washington. 
D.C.  20250,  telephone  202-447-5975. 

The  committee  met  again  publicly  on 
June  9, 1981,  at  Los  Angeles,  California, 
to  consider  the  current  and  prospective 
conditions  of  supply  and  demand  and 
recommended  a  quantity  of  lemons 
deemed  advisable  to  be  handled  during 
the  specibed  week.  The  committee 
reports  the  demand  for  lemons  is  good. 

It  is  further  found  that  it  is 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rulemaking,  and 
postpone  die  effective  date  until  30  days 
after  publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
(5  U.S.C.  553),  because  of  insufficient 
time  between  the  date  when  information 
became  available  upon  which  this 
regulation  is  based  and  the  effective 
date  necessary  to  effectuate  the 
declared  purposes  of  the  act.  Interested 
persons  were  given  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  on  the 
regulation  at  an  open  meeting.  It  is 
necessary  to  effectuate  the  declared 
purposes  of  the  act  to  make  these 
regulatory  provisions  effective  as 
speciffed,  and  handlers  have  been 
apprised  of  such  provisions  and  the 
effective  time. 

Information  collection  requirements 
(reporting  or  record  keeping)  under  this 
part  are  subject  to  clearance  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  and 
are  in  the  process  of  review.  These 
information  requirements  shall  not 
become  effective  until  such  time  as 
clearance  by  the  OMB  has  been 
obtained. 

Section  910.609  is  added  as  follows: 

§  910.609  Lemon  Regulation  309. 

The  quantity  of  lemons  grown  in 
California  and  Arizona  which  may  be 
handled  during  the  period  June  14, 1981, 
through  June  20, 1981,  is  established  at 
340,000  cartons. 

(Secs.  1-19, 48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  10, 1981. 

D.  S.  Kuryloski, 

Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Service. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17776  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3410-02-M 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

9  CFR  Part  82 

Exotic  Newcastle  Disease;  and 
Psittacosis  or  Ornithosis  in  Poultry; 
Areas  Released  From  Quarantine 

agency:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Hnal  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this 
amendment  is  to  release  a  portion  of 
Maricopa  County  in  Arizona  from  areas 
quarantined  because  of  exotic 
Newcastle  disease.  Surveillance  activity 
indicates  that  exotic  Newcastle  disease 
no  longer  exists  in  the  areas 
quarantined. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  9. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  G.  Mason,  Chief,  National  Emergency 
Field  Operations,  Emergency  Programs, 
Veterinary  Services,  USDA,  Federal 
Building.  Room  751,  Hyattsville,  MD 
20782,  301-43&-8093. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
final  action  has  been  reviewed  in 
conformance  with  Executive  Order 
12291  and  has  been  classified  as  not  a 
“major  rule.” 

The  Department  has  determined  that 
this  rule  will  have  an  annual  effect  on 
the  economy  of  less  than  $100  million, 
will  not  cause  a  major  increase  in  ixists 
or  prices  for  consumers,  individual 
industries.  Federal,  State,  or  local 
government  agencies,  or  geographic 
regions,  and  will  not  have  any 
significant  adverse  effects  on 
competition,  employmenL  investment 
productivity,  or  innovation,  or  on  the 
ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

Additionally,  Dr.  Harry  C.  Mussman, 
Administrator  of  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service,  has 
determined  that  this  action  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
because  it  removes  the  quarantines 
imposed  due  to  exotic  Newcastle 
disease  concerning  only  two  premises, 
neither  of  which  are  owned  by  a  small 
entity. 

Therefore,  this  amendment  releases  a 
portion  of  Maricopa  County  in  Arizona 
from  the  areas  quarantined  because  of 
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exotic  Newscastle  disease.  The 
restrictions  pertaining  to  the  interstate 
movement  of  poultry,  mynah  and 
psittacine  birds,  and  birds  of  all  other 
species  under  any  form  of  confinement, 
and  their  carcasses  and  parts  thereof, 
and  certain  other  articles  from 
quarantined  areas,  as  contained  in  9 
CFR  Part  82,  as  amended,  will  not  apply 
to  the  released  areas. 

Accordingly,  Part  82,  Title  9,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  hereby  amended 
in  the  following  respects: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  82 
reads  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as 
amended:  secs.  1  and  2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as 
amended:  secs.  1-4,  33  Stat.  1264, 1265,  as 
amended;  secs.  3  and  11,  76  Stat.  130, 132;  (21 
U.S.C.  111-113, 115, 117, 120, 123-126, 134b, 
134f):  37  FR  28464,  28477;  38  FR  19141) 

2.  In  §  82.3(c)(3),  relating  to  the  State 
of  Arizona,  the  following  premises  are 
removed:  (i)  Ken  Shreve,  2041  N.  28th 
Place,  Mesa,  Maricopa  County;  and  (ii) 
Ken  Shreve,  2050  N.  28th  Place,  Mesa, 
Maricopa  County. 

Accordingly,  paragraph  (c)(3)  is 
removed  and  reserved  as  follows: 

§  82.3  Imposition  and  removal  of 
quarantine. 

***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(3)  [Reserved] 

***** 

This  amendment  relieves  certain 
restrictions  no  longer  deemed  necessary 
to  prevent  the  spread  of  exotic 
Newcastle  disease,  and  must  be  made 
effective  immediately  to  be  of  maximum 
benefit  to  affected  persons.  It  does  not 
appear  that  public  participation  in  this 
rulemaking  proceeding  would  make 
additional  relevant  information 
available  to  the  Department. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
administrative  procedure  provisions  in  5 
U.S.C.  553,  it  is  found  upon  good  cause 
that  notice  and  other  public  procedure 
with  respect  to  this  Hnal  rule  are 
impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest  and  good  cause  is  found  for 
making  this  final  rule  effective  less  than 
30  days  after  publication  of  this 
document  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Further,  it  has  been  determined  by  E. 
C.  Sharman,  Assistant  Deputy 
Administrator,  Animal  Health  Programs, 
APHIS,  VS,  USDA,  that  the  emergency 
nature  of  this  final  rule  warrants 
publication  without  opportunity  for 
public  comment. 


Done  at  Washington.  D.C.,  this  9th  day  of 
lune  1981. 

J.  K.  Atwell. 

Deputy  Administrator.  Veterinary  Services. 

(FR  Uoc.  81-17590  Filed  0-12-81;  8:45  anil 

BILLING  CODE  3410-34-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

12  CFR  Part  220 

[Docket  No.  R-0250] 

Amendment  To  Delete  Provision 
Permitting  Use  of  Foreign  Currency  in 
a  Margin  Account 

agency:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  to 
Regulation  T  (12  CFR  Part  220)  will 
delete  the  paragraph  permitting  the  use 
of  foreign  cur/ency  in  a  margin  account. 

It  has  been  called  to  the  Board's 
attention  that  the  existing  language  of 
§  220.6,  paragraph  (j)  may  permit  the 
speculative  holding  of  foreign  currency 
and  securities  in  a  margin  account.  By 
deleting  §  220.6,  paragraph  (j),  the  Board 
clarifies  that  such  a  possibility  is 
prohibited  and  that  such  transactions  in 
foreign  currency  should  be  effected  in 
the  Special  Commodities  Account  or  the 
Special  Miscellaneous  Account,  since  in 
either  case,  they  would  be  insulated 
from  securities  credit  transactions.  The 
amendment  was  published  for  comment 
on  December  19. 1980  (45  FR  83510). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  13, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Laura  Homer,  Securities  Credit  Officer, 
or  Bruce  Brett,  Securities  Regulation 
.Analyst,  Securities  Regulation  Section, 
Division  of  Banking  Supervision  and 
Regulation,  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington, 
D.C.  20551,  (202)  452-2781. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  All  of  the 

comments  received  on  the  Board's 
proposal  to  delete  §  220.6,  paragraph  (j), 
which  permits  foreign  currency  to  be 
treated  as  a  credit  to  an  account  were 
generally  favorable. 

One  commenter  requested  an 
interpretation  which  would  clarify  that 
foreign  currency  can  be  received  in  a 
margin  account  if  it  is  immediately 
converted  into  United  States  currency.  It 
is  the  Board's  intention  to  clarify  that 
the  deletion  of  this  paragraph  will  not 
affect  the  ability  to  receive  foreign 
currency  into  an  account  for  immediate 
exchange,  and  a  letter  to  that  effect  will 
be  sent  to  the  commenter. 


§  220.6  (Amended] 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  sections  7 
and  23  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  78g,  78w), 
the  Board  removes  §  220.6,  paragraph  (j) 
of  Regulation  T  in  its  entirety  and 
redesignates  paragraphs  (k)  and  (1)  as 
paragraphs  (j)  and  (k)  respectively. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System.  June  9, 1981. 

James  McAfee, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  Rl-1770t  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  80-AEA-78] 

Alteration  of  Airway  V-213 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-16163,  appearing  on 
page  29255,  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  June 
1, 1981,  make  the  following  correction: 

In  the  third  column,  the  seventh  line 
under  “Adoption  of  the  Amendment’’, 
“V-123’’  should  have  read  “V-213’’. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  80-EA-9:  Arndt.  39-4134] 

DeHavilland  DHC-2;  Airworthiness 
Directives 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  issues  a 
new  airworthiness  directive,  applicable 
to  DeHavilland  DHC-2  type  airplanes.  It 
requires  repetitive  inspections  of  the  left 
and  right  elevator  butt  ribs  and  doublers 
for  cracks.  This  results  from  frndings  of 
such  cracks  during  inspections.  The 
cracks  could,  if  undetected,  cause  failure 
of  the  parts  and  loss  of  the  airplane. 
effective  date:  June  18. 1981. 
Compliance  is  required  as  set  forth  in 
the  AD. 

ADDRESSES:  DeHavilland  Service 
Bulletins  may  be  acquired  from  the 
manufacturer  at  Downsview,  Ontario, 
Canada  M3K  145. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

A.  Maila,  Airframe  Section,  AEA-212, 
Engineering  and  Manufacturing  Branch, 
Federal  Building.  J.F.K.  International 
Airport,  Jamaica,  New  York  11430;  Tel. 
212-995-2875. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
had  been  reports  of  cracks  in  the 
elevator  rib  and  doubler  due  to  fatigue. 
The  aircraft  has  been  in  service  for  25 
years  with  some  1500  aircraft  having 
been  placed  in  operation.  Only  four 
cases  of  butt  rib  cracking  have  been 
reported  and  these  by  one  operator 
using  former  military  aircraft.  However, 
the  dehciency  can  lead  to  structural 
failure.  On  page  73690  of  the  Federal 
Register  for  November  6, 1980,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
published  an  NPRM  and  gave  interested 
parties  forty-Hve  (45)  days  in  which  to 
submit  comments.  No  objections  were 
received.  Publication  as  a  rule  has  been 
suspended  during  the  moratorium 
required  by  Executive  Order. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations,  14  CFR  39.13  is 
amended,  by  adopting  the  airworthiness 
directive  as  proposed. 

Effective  Date:  This  amendment  is  effective 
June  18, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  49  U.S.Q  1354(a) 
1421, 1423,  and  1431(b);  Sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act,  49  U.S.C.  1655(c)  and 
14  CFR  11.89.) 

Note. — ^The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  not  considered  to  be  major 
under  Executive  Order  12291  or  signihcant 
under  Department  of  Transportation 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR 
11034,  February  26, 1979],  and  will  not  have  a 
signihcant  economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the  criteria  of 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  A  copy  of  the 
Hnal  regulatory  evaluation  prepared  for  this 
action  is  contained  in  the  regulatory  docket. 
A  copy  of  it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting 
the  person  identified  above  under  the  caption 
“FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT." 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on  June  4, 
1981. 

Murray  E.  Smith, 

Director,  Eastern  Region. 

DeHavilland:  Applies  to  all  DeHavilland 
DHC-2  series  airplanes,  certificated  in 
all  categories. 

Compliance  required  as  indicated. 

Affects  the  elevator  butt  ribs  (inboard),  P/ 
N  C2TE-29ND  (RH  and  LH),  and  doublers,  P/ 
N  C2TE-9ND  (RH  and  LH). 

a.  Within  the  next  75  hours  in  service  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  unless  already 
accomplished  within  the  last  325  hours  in 
service,  and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to 
exceed  400  hours  in  service  from  the  last 
inspection,  inspect  visually  with  a  10-power 
glass,  the  left  and  right  elevator  butt  ribs  and 
doublers,  for  cracks. 

b.  Replace  or  repair  cracked  parts,  before 
further  flight,  in  accordance  with 


DeHavilland  Service  Bulletin  (S/B)  No.  2/30, 
or  equivalent. 

c.  Equivalent  parts  or  repairs  must  be 
approved  by  the  Chief,  En^neering  and 
Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  Eastern  Region. 

d.  Upon  submission  of  substantiating  data 
by  an  owner  or  operator,  through  an  FAA 
maintenance  inspector,  the  Chief,  Engineering 
and  Manufacturing  Branch,  FAA,  Eastern 
Region,  may  adjust  the  compliance  times 
specified  in  this  AD. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17579  Filed  6-12-81;  &4S  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-1S-H 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81-EA-12:  Arndt  39-4135] 

DeHavilland  DHC*^;  Airworthiness 
Directives 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  amends  AD 
80-13-12  applicable  to  DeHavilland 
DHC-6  type  airplanes.  AD  80-13-12 
required  a  repetitive  inspection  of  each 
engine  nacelle  lower  longeron  for  cracks 
or  buckling.  This  amendment  merely 
adds  an  additional  aircraft,  S/N  631. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  19, 1981. 
Compliance  is  required  as  set  forth  in 
the  AD  as  amended. 

ADDRESSES:  DeHavilland  Service 
Bulletins  may  be  acquired  from  the 
manufacturer  at  Downsview,  Ontario, 
Canada  M3K 145. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  Birkenholz,  Airframe  Section,  AEA- 
212,  Engineering  and  Manufacturing 
Branch,  Federal  Building,  J.F.K. 
International  Airport,  Jamaica,  New 
York  11430:  Tel.  212-995-2875. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  There 
had  been  a  report  by  the  manufacturer 
and  Transport  Canada  that  an 
additional  airplane  S/N  631  should  be 
covered  by  AD  80-13-12.  However,  the 
aircraft  is  under  Canadian  registry  and 
the  operator  indicates  no  intention  of 
utilizing  the  equipment  which  would 
make  it  subject  to  the  AD.  In  view  of  the 
possible  fact  that  the  aircraft  could  be 
sold  in  the  U.S.  and  thus  change  the 
operating  environment,  it  must  be 
covered  by  the  rule.  Since  the  adoption 
of  this  amendment  to  the  rule  does  not 
impose  any  practical  burden  on  any 
person,  notice  and  public  procedure 
herein  are  unnecessary  and  the 
amendment  may  be  made  effective  in 
less  than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 


Aviation  Regulations,  14  CFR  39.13  is 
amended,  by  amending  AD  80-13-12  as 
follows: 

Delete  the  numbers  “630”  where  they 
appear  in  the  applicability  statement 
and  insert  “631”. 

Effective  Date:  This  amendment  is  effective 
June  19, 1981. 

(Secs.  313(a],  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  195^  as  amended,  49  U.S.C  1354(a), 
1421, 1423,  and  1431(b):  Sec.  6(c),  Department 
of  Transportation  Act  49  U.S.C.  165^c)  and 
14  CFR  11.89) 

Note. — ^The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  involves  a  regulation  which  is  not 
considered  to  be  major  under  Executive 
Order  12291  or  significant  under  Department 
of  Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February  28, 1979). 
and  will  not  have  a  signiflcant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act.  A  copy  of  the  final  regulatory 
evaluation  prepared  for  this  action  is 
contained  in  the  regulatory  docket.  A  copy  of 
it  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the  person 
identified  above  under  the  caption  “FOR 
FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT’. 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  New  York,  on  June  5. 
1981. 

Murray  E.  Smith, 

Director,  Eastern  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17578  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4810-13-M 


14  CFR  Part  71 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AWE-17I 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace,  and 
Reporting  Points;  Alteration  of  VOR 
Federal  Airway 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  request  for 
comments. 


SUMMARY:  This  amendment  realigns 
VOR  Federal  Airway  V-485  between 
San  Jose,  Calif.,  and  Priest,  Calif.  The 
San  Jose  VORTAC  is  unuseable 
between  110*  and  130*  magnetic  radials 
below  9,000  feet  MSL  due  to  building 
construction.  This  amendment  alters  the 
description  of  V-485  by  changing  the 
route  alignment  from  the  San  Jose 
VORTAC  to  the  San  Jose  Intersection. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  August  6, 1981. 
Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  July  15. 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the  rule 
in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA  Western 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Docket  No.  81-AWE-17, 15000 
Aviation  Boulevard,  P.O.  Box  92007, 
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Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  90009. 

The  official  docket  and  comments 
may  be  examined  in  the  Rules  Docket, 
weekdays,  except  Federal  holidays, 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  The 
FAA  Rules  Docket  is  located  in  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Room  916, 

800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  also  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lewis  W.  Still.  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch  (AAT-230), 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division. 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8783. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Request  for  Comments  on  the  Rule 

Although  this  action  is  in  the  form  of  a 
final  rule,  which  involves  the 
realignment  of  V-485,  in  part,  due  to  an 
unusable  course  line  radial  below  9,000 
feet  MSL  of  the  San  Jose,  Calif., 
VORTAC,  and,  thus,  was  not  preceded 
by  notice  and  public  procedure, 
comments  are  invited  on  the  rule.  When 
the  comment  period  ends,  the  FAA  will 
use  the  comments  submitted,  together 
with  other  available  information,  to 
review  the  regulation.  After  the  review, 
if  the  FAA  finds  that  changes  are 
appropriate,  it  will  initiate  rulemaking 
proceedings  to  amend  the  regulation. 
Comments  that  provide  the  factual  basis 
supporting  the  views  and  suggestions 
presented  are  particularly  helpful  in 
evaluating  the  effects  of  the  rule  and 
determining  whether  additional 
rulemaking  is  needed.  Comments  are 
specifically  invited  on  the  overall 
regulatory,  economic,  environmental, 
and  energy  aspects  of  the  rule  that  might 
suggest  the  need  to  modify  the  rule. 

The  Rule 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  is 
to  change  the  alignment  of  V-485 
between  Priest,  Calif.,  and  San  Jose, 
Calif.  §  71.123  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  was  republished  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1981 
(46  FR  409).  The  San  Jose,  Calif., 
VORTAC  is  unusable  between  110*  and 
130°  magnetic  radials  below  9,000  feet 
MSL.  Aircraft  are  being  rerouted  via  the 
substitute  route  structure,  which  has 
been  flight  checked  and  approved.  This 
action  merely  incorporates  the 


substitute  route  structure  into  the 
National  Airspace  System. 

Under  the  circumstances  presented, 
the  FAA  concludes  that  there  is  an  ’ 
immediate  need  for  a  regulation  to 
redescribe  V-485  between  Priest,  Calif., 
and  San  Jose,  Calif.  Therefore,  I  find 
that  notice  or  public^rocedure  under  5 
U.S.C.  §  553(b)  is  impractical  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  §  71.123  of  Part  71  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  71)  as  republished  (46  FR  409) 
is  amended,  effective  0901  GMT,  August 
6, 1981,  by  deleting  from  V-485  the 
words  "INT  of  Priest  322°  and  San  Jose, 
Calif.,  139°  radials;  San  Jose."  and 
substituting  for  them  the  words  “INT 
Priest  322°  and  Sausalito,  Calif.,  137° 
radials;  to  INT  Sausalito  137°  and 
Woodside,  Calif.,  096°  radials.”  . 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a),  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a));  Sec. 
6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore  (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  "significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979);  (3)  does 
not  warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal;  and  (4)  at  promulgation,  will 
not  have  a  significant  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.,  on  June  5, 1981. 
B.  Keith  Potts, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17576  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 


(Airspace  Docket  No.  80-ANW-24] 

14  CFR  Part  71 

Designation  of  Federal  Airways,  Area 
Low  Routes,  Controlled  Airspace, 

ANW  Reporting  Points;  Alteration  of 
Transition  Area,  Redmond,  Oreg.; 
Correction 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Correction  to  final  rule. 

summary:  In  a  rule  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  May  11, 1981,  (46  FR 


26044)  a  new  Eugene,  Oregon,  transition 
area  was  established  effective  July  9, 
1981,  which  abolished  the  Corvallis, 
Oregon,  and  Salem,  Oregon,  Transition 
Areas.  Inadvertently,  the  Redmond, 
Oregon,  Transition  Airea  was  not 
amended  to  exclude  the  new  Eugene 
Transition  Area  from  that  description. 
This  error  is  corrected  herein. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  9, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  L.  Brown,  Airspace  Specialist 
(ANW-534),  Operations,  Procedures, 
and  Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Northwest  Region,  FAA 
Building,  Boeing  Field,  Seattle, 
Washington,  telephone  (206)  767-2610. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

Earlier  in  this  docket,  action  was 
taken  to  alter  the  transition  areas  at 
Eugene,  Salem,  and  Corvallis,  Oregon, 
by  establishing  a  new  transition  area 
known  as  the  Eugene  Transition  Area. 
Inadvertently,  the  Redmond,  Oregon, 
Transition  Area,  which  abuts  this  newly 
described  area,  was  not  amended  to 
coincide  with  Eugene.  This 
inconsistency  may  be  eliminated  by 
deleting  the  reference  to  Eugene  in  the 
Redmond  description. 

Since  this  action  is  only  editorial  in 
nature  and  does  not  constitute  a 
substantive  change  in  rulemaking,  notice 
and  public  procedure  thereon  are 
unnecessary  and  the  correction  may  be 
made  effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator, 
Subpart  G  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (46  FR  540)  is  amended, 
effective  0901  GMT,  July  9, 1981,  as 
follows: 

Redmond,  Oreg. 

On  line  16,  delete  the  word  “Eugene.” 

(Secs.  307(a),  313(a),  and  1110,  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a), 
1354(c),  and  1510);  Sec.  6(c),  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14 
CFR  11.69) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established  body 
of  technical  regulations  for  which  frequent 
and  routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current  and  promote 
flight  safety.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not 
a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034; 
February  26, 1979);  (3)  does  not  warrant 
preparation  of  a  regulatory  evaluation  as  the 
anticipated  impact  is  so  minimal;  and  (4)  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
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substantial  number  of  small  entities  under 
the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
Issued  in  Seattle,  Washington,  June  4, 1981, 

Charles  R.  Foster, 

Director,  Northwest  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17577  Filed  8-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 

14  CFR  Part  75 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  81-AEA-19] 

Establishment  of  Jet  Routes  and  Area 
High  Routes;  Alteration  of  Jet  Routes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action:  Final  rule;  request  for 
comments. 

summary:  This  action  realigns  J-30 
between  the  Appleton,  Ohio,  and 
Shawnee,  VORTAC  and  J-162  between 
Bellaire,  Ohio,  and  Shawnee  VORTAC. 
Due  to  flight  check  restrictions  placed 
on  the  Shawnee  VORTAC,  the  289°M 
radial  (which  presently  comprises  J-30 
and  J-162]  has  been  imusable  since  the 
commissioning  of  Shawnee.  This  action 
redefines  both  jet  routes  along  usable 
radials,  allows  for  charting,  and  thereby 
eliminates  the  need  for  controllers  to 
issue  substitute  routing  to  each  flight 
using  these  routes. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  August  6, 1981. 
Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  July  15, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Send  comments  on  the  rule  in 
triplicate  to;  Director,  FAA  Eastern 
Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Docket  No.  Rl-AEA-19, 
Federal  Building,  John  F.  Kennedy 
International  Airport,  Jamacia,  N.Y. 
11430. 

The  official  docket  and  comments 
may  be  examined  in  the  Rules  Docket, 
weekdays,  except  Federal  holidays, 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  The 
FAA  Rules  Docket  is  located  in  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Room  916, 
800  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

An  informal  docket  may  also  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air  Traffic 
Division. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  R.  Horne,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Obstructions  Branch  (ATT-230], 
Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules  Division, 
Air  Traffic  Service,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591; 
telephone:  (202)  426-8783. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Request  for  Comments  on  the  Rule 

Although  this  action  is  in  the  form  of  a 
final  rule,  which  involves  redefining  and 
simplifying  the  use  of  one  segment  of 
two  primary  routes  for  air  traffic 
inbound  to  the  Washington,  D.C.,  area, 
and,  thus,  was  not  preceded  by  notice 
and  public  procedure,  comments  are 
invited  on  the  rule.  When  the  comment 
period  ends,  the  FAA  will  use  the  “n 
comments  submitted,  together  with 
other  available  information,  to  review 
the  regulation.  After  the  review,  if  the 
FAA  finds  that  changes  are  appropriate, 
it  will  initiate  rulemaking  proceedings  to 
amend  the  regulation.  Comments  that 
provide  the  factual  basis  supporting  the 
views  and  suggestions  presented  are 
particularly  helpful  in  evaluating  the 
effects  of  the  rule  and  determining 
whether  additional  rulemaking  is 
needed.  Comments  are  specifically 
invited  on  the  overall  regulatory, 
economic,  environmental,  and  energy 
aspects  of  the  rule  that  might  suggest  the 
need  to  modify  the  rule. 

The  Rule 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
§  75.100  of  Part  75  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  75)  is 
to  modify  the  descriptions  of  J-30  and 
J-162  between  Appleton  and  Bellaire, 
Ohio,  and  Shawnee,  Va.  Section  75.100 
of  Part  75  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  was  republished  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  2, 1981  (46 
FR834). 

Under  the  circumstances  presented, 
the  FAA  concludes  that  there  is  an 
immediate  need  for  a  regulation  to 
correct  the  description  of  J-30  and  J-162 
so  that  a  usable  segment  can  be  charted 
thereby  eliminating  the  need  for  issuing 
a  substitute  route  to  each  aircraft  using 
three  airways.  Therefore,  I  find  that 
notice  or  public  procedure  under  5 
U.S.C.  §  553(b]  is  impractical  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  $  75.100  of  Part  75  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  75]  as  republished  (46  FR  834] 
and  amended  (45  FR  71774  and  85441]  is 
further  amended,  effective  0901  GMT, 
August  6, 1981,  by  deleting  under: 

1.  Jet  Route  No.  30  the  words  “INT  of 
Appleton  111*  and  Bellaire,  Ohio,  142° 
radials": 

2.  Jet  Route  No.  162  the  words  “Bellaire 
142°  and  Shawnee,  Va.,  281°”  and  substituting 
for  them  the  words  "Bellaire  122°  and 
Shawnee,  Va.,  288°" 

(Secs.  307(a)  and  313(a],  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a)};  Sec. 


6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.69) 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979);  (3)  does 
not  warrant  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
evaluation  as  the  anticipated  impact  is 
so  minimal;  and  (4)  at  promulgation,  will 
not  have  a  significant  effect  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  9. 1981. 
Harold  W.  Becker, 

Acting  Chief,  Airspace  and  Air  Traffic  Rules 
Division. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17560  Piled  8-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (Coforado— 12); 

Order  No.  156] 

High^ost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  Colorado; 
Recommendation  of  Areas  for 
Designation  as  Tight  Formations 

Issued:  June  10, 1981. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Conunission  is  authorized  by 
section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natival  gas  as  high-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  firam 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
final  order  adopts  the  recommendation 
of  the  Colorado  Oil  and  Gas 
Conservation  Commission  that  the 
Corcoran  and  Cozzette  Formations  be 
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designated  as  tight  formations  under 
§  271.703(d). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
June  10, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  Victor 
Zabel,  (202)  357-8616. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  hereby  amends  §  271.703(d) 
of  its  regulations  to  Include  the  Corcoran 
and  Cozzette  Formations  in  New  Mexico 
as  designated  tight  formations  eligible 
for  incentive  pricing  under  §  271.703. 

The  amendment  was  proposed  in  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  by 
Director,  OPPR,  issued  February  4, 1981 
(46  FR  11842,  February  11, 1981)  ‘  based 
on  a  recommendation  by  the  Colorado 
Oil  and  Gas  Conservation  Commission 
(Colorado)  in  accordance  with 
§  271.703(c),  that  the  Corcoran  and 
Cozzette  Formations  be  designated  as 
tight  formations.  . 

Evidence  submitted  by  Colorado  and 
the  commenters  supports  Colorado’s 
assertion  that  the  Corcoran  and 
Cozzette  Formations  meet  the  guidelines 
contained  in  §  271.703(c)(2).  The 
Commission  adopts  the  Colorado 
recommendation. 

This  amendment  shall  become 
effective  immediately.  The  Commission 
has  found  that  the  public  interest 
dictates  that  new  natural  gas  supplies 
be  developed  on  an  expedited  basis,  and 
■therefore,  incentive  prices  be  made 
available  immediately.  The  need  to 
make  incentive  prices  immediately 
available  establishes  good  cause  to 
waive  the  thirty-day  publication  period. 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act.  42 
U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.;  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978, 15  U.S.C.  3301-3432;  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553) 

For  the  reasons  stated  herein.  Part  271 
of  Subchapter  I,  Title  18,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below,  effective  June  10, 1981. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Section  271.703  is  amended  by  adding 
new  paragraph  (d)(33)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 

*  *  *  fk  * 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detailed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission's  official  file  for  Docket 

'  Comments  were  invited  and  received.  No  party 
n^quested  a  public  hearing  and  no  hearing  was  held. 


No.  RM79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  files  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommendation, 
***** 

(33)  Cozzette  Formation  in  Colorado. 
RM79-76  (Colorado-12) 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Cozzette  Formation  is  located  in  the 
Piceance  Creek  Basin  in  Garfield 
County,  Colorado,  approximately  12 
miles  southwest  of  the  town  of 
Glenwood  Springs,  Colorado.  The 
formation  consists  of  the  following: 
Township  7  South,  Range  90 -West,  6th 
P.M.,  Sections  1  through  36;  Township  7 
South,  Range  91  West,  6th  P.M.,  Sections 
1  through  36;  and  Township  8  South, 
Range  90  West,  6th  P.M.,  Sections  1 
through  12. 

(ii)  Depth.  The  Cozzette  Formation  is 
a  member  of  the  lower  Mesaverde 
Group.  The  average  depth  to  the  top  of 
the  Cozzette  Formation  is  7,477  feet.  Its 
base  is  defined  as  the  top  of  the 
Corcoran  Formation. 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Corcoran  Formation  is  located  in  the 
Piceance  Creek  Basin  in  Garfield 
County,  Colorado,  approximately  12 
miles  southwest  of  the  town  of 
Glenwood  Springs,  Colorado.  The 
formation  consists  of  the  following: 
Township  7  South,  Range  90  West,  6th 
P.M.,  Sections  1  through  36;  Township  7 
South,  Range  91  West,  6th  P.M.,  Sections 
1  through  36;  .and  Township  8  South, 
Range  90  West,  6th  P,M.,  Sections  1 
through  12. 

(ii)  Depth.  The  Corcoran  Formation  is 
a  member  of  the  lower  Mesaverde 
Group.  The  average  depth  to  the  top  of 
the  Corcoran  Formation  is  7,677  feet.  Its 
base  is  defined  as  the  top  of  the  Mancos 
Shale  Formation. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17687  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (New  Mexico— 3); 
Order  No.  157] 

High-Cost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  New  Mexico; 
Recommendation  of  Areas  for 
Designation  as  Tight  Formations 

Issued:  )une  10, 1981. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  high-cost  gas 


where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
final  order  adopts  the  recommendation 
of  the  New  Mexico  Oil  Conservation 
Commission  that  the  Abo  Formation  be 
designated  as  a  tight  formation  under 
§  271.703(d). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
June  10, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  Victor 
Zabel,  (202)  357-8616. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  hereby  amends  §  271,703(d) 
of  its  regulations  to  include  the  Abo 
Formation  in  New  Mexico  as  a 
designated  tight  formation  eligible  for 
incentive  pricing  under  §  271.703.  The 
amendment  was  proposed  in  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  by  Director, 

OPPR,  issued  March  27, 1981  (46  FR 
20219,  April  3, 1981)  ^  based  on  a 
recommendation  by  the  New  Mexico  Oil 
Conservation  Division  (New  Mexico)  in 
accordance  with  §  271.703(c),  that  the 
Abo  Formation  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation. 

Evidence  submitted  by  New  Mexico 
and  the  commenter  supports  New 
Mexico’s  assertion  that  the  Abo 
Formation  meets  the  guidelines 
contained  in  §  271.703(c)(2).  The 
Commission  adopts  the  New  Mexico 
recommendation. 

This  amendment  shall  become 
effective  immediately.  The  Commission 
has  found  that  the  public  interest 
dictates  that  new  natural  gas  supplies 
be  developed  on  an  expedited  basis,  and 
therefore,  incentive  prices  be  made 
available  immediately.  The  need  to 
make  incentive  prices  immediately 
available  establishes  good 
cause  to  waive  the  thirty-day 
publication  period. 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.;  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978, 15  U.S.C.  3301—3432:  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553) 

For  the  reasons  stated  herein,  Part  271  of 
Subchapter  I,  Title  18,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  as  set  forth  below, 
effective  June  10, 1981. 

'  Comments  were  invited  and  one  was  received. 
No  party  requested  a  public  hearing  and  no  hearing 
was  held. 
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By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Section  271.703  is  amended  by  adding 
new  paragraph  (d)(31]  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 

*  *  *  Hr  * 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detailed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  ofHcial  file  for  Docket 
No.  RM79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  Hies  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommendation. 
***** 

(31)  The  Abo  Formation  in  New 
Mexico.  RM79-76  (New  Mexico — 3). 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The  Abo 
Formation  is  located  in  DeBaca  County, 
New  Mexico,  Township  2  South,  Ranges 
22  through  27  East,  and  Township  3 
South,  Ranges  22  through  26  East,  and  in 
Chaves  County,  New  Mexico,  Township 
3  South,  Range  27  East,  Townships  4,  5, 9 
and  10  South,  Ranges  22  through  27  East, 
Townships  6  through  8  South,  Ranges  22 
through  28  East,  Township  11  South, 
Ranges  22  through  25  East,  Township  12 
South,  Ranges  22  through  24  East, 
Township  13  South,  Ranges  22  and  23 
East,  Township  9  South,  Range  24  East, 
Township  dVz  South,  Range  24  East,  and 
Township  14  South,  Range  22  East. 

(ii)  Depth.  The  Abo  Formation 
averages  about  677  feet  in  thickness  and 
the  depth  to  the  top  of  the  formation 
averages  about  3650  feet. 

[FR  Doc  81-17688  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am) 
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18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (New  Mexico-4); 
Order  No.  155] 

High-Cost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  New  Mexico; 
Recommendation  of  Areas  for 
Designation  as  Tight  Formations 

Issued:  June  10, 1981. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  high-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 


which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Commission  issued  a  Hnal  regulation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
Bnal  order  adopts  the  recommendation 
of  th’e  New  Mexico  Oil  Conservation 
Commission  that  the  Fruitland 
Formation  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation  under  §  271.703(d). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
June  10, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  Victor 
Zabel,  (202)  357-8616. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  hereby  amends  §  271.703(d) 
of  its  regulations  to  include  the  Fruitland 
Formation  in  New  Mexico  as  a 
designated  tight  formation  eligible  for 
incentive  pricing  under  §  271.703.  The 
amendment  was  proposed  in  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  by  Director, 

NOPR,  issued  March  27, 1981  (46  FR 
20218,  April  3, 1981)  *  based  on  a 
recommendation  by  the  New  Mexico  Oil 
Conservation  Division  (New  Mexico)  in 
accordance  with  §  271.703(c),  that  the 
Fruitland  Formation  be  designated  as  a 
tight  formation. 

Evidence  submitted  by  New  Mexico 
and  the  commenters  supports  its 
assertion  that  the  Fruitland  Formation 
meet  the  guidelines  contained  in 
§  271.703(c)(2).  The  Commission  adopts 
the  New  Mexico  recommendation. 

This  amendment  shall  become 
elective  immediately.  The  Commission 
has  found  that  the  public  interest 
dictates  that  new  natural  gas  supplies 
be  developed  on  an  expedited  basis,  and 
therefore,  incentive  prices  be 
made  available  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
need  to  make  incentive  prices  available 
immediately  establishes  good  cause  to 
waive  the  thirty-day  publication  period. 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.\  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978, 15  U.S.C.  3301-3432:  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  5  U.S.C.  553) 

For  the  reasons  stated  herein.  Part  271 
of  Subchapter  I,  Title  18,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below,  effective  June  10, 1981. 

'  Comments  were  invited  and  were  received.  No 
party  requested  a  public  hearing  and  no  hearing 
was  held. 


By  the  Commission 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Section  271.703  is  amended  by 
adding  new  subparagraphi(d).(32) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 
***** 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detailed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  offical  file  for  Docket 
No.  RM79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  files  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommendation. 
***** 

(32)  Fruitland  Formation  in  New 
Mexico.  RM79-76  (New  Mexico— 4) 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Fruitland  Formation  consists  of  the 
Northeast  Blanco  Unit,  found  in  San 
Juan  and  Rio  Arriba  Counties,  New 
Mexico,  approximately  18  miles  east  of 
the  city  of  Aztec,  New  Mexico,  on  the 
northeast  flank  of  the  San  Juan  Basin.  It 
encompasses  the  following:  Township  30 
North,  Range  7  West,  Sections  2  through 
10, 17  through  21,  Section  16-W/2, 
Section  29-N/2:  'Township  30  North, 
Range  8  West,  Sections  1, 12, 13  and  24; 
Township  31  North,  Range  6  West, 
Section  &-Lots  8, 9, 10, 11  and  S/2, 
Sections  7, 18, 19,  20,  30;  Township  31 
North,  Range  7  West,  Section  l^xits  5 
through  8  and  S/2,  Section  9-S/2,  and 
lO-S/2,  Sections  11  through  16  and  19 
through  36;  Township  31  North,  Range  8 
Vifest,  Sections  25  and  36. 

(ii)  Depth.  The  Fruitland  Formation  is 
below  the  Kirtland  Shale  and 
Farmington  Sandstone  and  above  the 
Pictured  Cliffs  Formation.  The  average 
depth  to  the  top  of  the  Fruitland 
Formation  underlying  the  Northeast 
Blanco  Unit  is  2800  feet. 

|FR  Doc.  n-17689  Filed  8-12-81: 8:45  am) 
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18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (Texas-8);  Order  Na 
153] 

High-Cost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  Texas;  Recommendation 
of  Areas  for  Designation  as  Tight 
Formation 

Issued  June  10, 1981. 
agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 
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summary:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  high-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 
costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
final  order  adopts  the  recommendation 
of  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas 
that  the  Geopressured  Wilcox  Lobo 
Sandstone  Formation  be  designated  as  a 
tight  formation  under  §  271.703(d). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
June  la  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  Walter 
Lawson.  (202)  357-8556. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  hereby  amends  §  271.703(d) 
of  its  regulations  to  include  the 
Geopressured  Wilcox  Lobo  Sandstone 
Formation  in  Texas  as  a  designated  tight 
formation  eligible  for  incentive  pricing 
under  §  271.703.  The  amendment  was 
proposed  in  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  by  Director,  OPPR,  issued 
April  1. 1981  (46  FR  20684,  April  7. 

1981)  *  based  on  a  recommendation  by 
the  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas 
(Texas)  in  accordance  with  §  271.703(c), 
that  the  Geopressured  Wilcox  Lobo 
Sandstone  Formation  be  designated  as  a 
tight  formation. 

Evidence  submitted  by  Texas 
supports  its  assertion  that  the 
Geopressured  Wilcox  Lobo  Sandstone 
Formation  meets  the  guidelines 
contained  in  §  271.703(c)(2).  The 
Commission  adopts  the  Texas 
recommendation. 

This  amendment  shall  become 
effective  immediately.  The  Commission 
has  found  that  the  public  interest 
dictates  that  new  natural  gas  supplies 
be  developed  on  an  expedited  basis,  and 
therefore,  incentive  prices  be  made 
available  immediately.  The  need  to 
make  incentive  prices  available 
immediately  establishes  good  cause  to 
waive  the  thirty  day  publication  period. 
(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.;  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978. 15  U.S.C.  3301-3432:  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553) 


‘  Comments  were  invited  and  none  were  received. 
No  party  requested  a  public  hearing  and  no  hearing 
was  held. 


For  the  reasons  stated  herein.  Part  271 
of  Subchapter  I,  Title  18,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below,  effective  June  10, 1981. 

By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Section  271.703  is  amended  by  adding 
new  paragraph  (d)(35)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 
***** 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detailed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  parameters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  official  file  for  Docket 
No.  RM79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  files  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommendation. 
*****  ^  ' 

(35)  Geopressured  Wilcox  Lobo 
Sandstone  Formation  in  Texas.  RM79- 
76  (Texas-8). 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Geopressured  Wilcox  Lobo  Sandstone 
Formation  is  located  in  the  southern  part 
of  Texas  in  Webb  and  Zapata  Counties, 
Railroad  District  4,  and  is  located  below 
the  Lower  Wilcox  Group  and  above  the 
Wills  Point  Formation  which  is  part  of 
the  Midway  Group. 

(ii)  Depth.  The  highest  portion  of  the 
Geopressured  Wilcox  Lobo  Sandstone 
Formation  appears  at  5,840  feet  The 
approximate  thickness  varies  from  1,175 
feet  in  the  north  to  3,130  feet  in  the 
south. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17690  Filed  6-12-Bl;  8:45  ani| 
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18  CFR  Part  271 

[Docket  No.  RM79-76  (Texas— 9);  Order  No. 
154] 

High-Cost  Gas  Produced  From  Tight 
Formations;  Texas;  Recommendation 
of  Areas  for  Designation  as  Tight 
Formation 

Issued:  June  10, 1981. 

agency:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  The  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  is  authorized  by 
section  107(c)(5)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Policy  Act  of  1978  to  designate  certain 
types  of  natural  gas  as  high-cost  gas 
where  the  Commission  determines  that 
the  gas  is  produced  under  conditions 
which  present  extraordinary  risks  or 


costs.  Under  section  107(c)(5),  the 
Commission  issued  a  final  regulation 
designating  natural  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations  as  high-cost  gas  which 
may  receive  an  incentive  price  (18  CFR 
271.703).  This  rule  established 
procedures  for  jurisdictional  agencies  to 
submit  to  the  Commission 
recommendations  of  areas  for 
designation  as  tight  formations.  This 
final  order  adopts  the  recommendation 
of  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas 
that  the  Travis  Peak  Formation  in  the 
Sym-Jac,  West  Field  be  designated  as  a 
tight  formation  under  §  271.703(d). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
June  10, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Leslie  Lawner,  (202)  357-8307,  or  Walter 
Lawson,  (202)  357-8556. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Commission  hereby  amends  §  271.703(d) 
of  its  regulations  to  include  the  Travis 
Peak  Formation  in  the  Sym-Jac.  West 
(Hosston)  Field  in  Texas  as  a  designated 
tight  formation  eligible  for  incentive 
pricing  under  §  271.703.  The  amendment 
was  proposed  in  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rulemaking  by  Director,  OPPR,  issued 
April  1. 1981  (46  FR  20685,  April  7, 1981)  * 
based  on  a  recommendation  by  the 
Railroad  Commission  of  Texas  (Texas) 
in  accordance  with  §  271.703(c),  that  the 
Travis  Peak  Formation  in  the  Sym-Jac, 
West  Field  be  designated  as  a  tight 
formation.  b 

Evidence  submitted  by  Texas 
supports  its  assertion  that  the  Travis 
Peak  Formation  meets  the  guidelines 
contained  in  §  271.703(c)(2).  The 
Commission  adopts  the  Texas 
recommendation. 

This  amendment  shall  become 
effective  immediately.  The  Commission 
has  found  that  the  public  interest 
dictates  that  new  natural  gas  supplies 
be  developed  on  an  expedited  basis,  and 
therefore,  incentive  prices  be  made 
available  immediately.  The  need  to 
make  incentive  prices  available 
immediately  establishes  good  cause  to 
waive  the  thirty  day  publication  period. 

(Department  of  Energy  Organization  Act,  42 
U.S.C.  7101  et  seq.;  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of 
1978, 15  U.S.C.  3301-3432:  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553) 

For  the  reasons  stated  herein.  Part  271 
of  Subchapter  I,  Title  18,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below,  effective  June  10, 1981. 


'  Comments  were  invited  and  none  were  received. 
No  party  requested  a  public  hearing  and  no  hearing 
was  held. 
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By  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Section  271.703  is  amended  by  adding 
new  paragrapn(d](36j  to  read  as  follows: 

§  271.703  Tight  formations. 
***** 

(d)  Designated  tight  formations.  The 
following  formations  are  designated  as 
tight  formations.  A  more  detailed 
description  of  the  geographical  extent 
and  geological  paranieters  of  the 
designated  tight  formations  is  located  in 
the  Commission’s  official  Hie  for  Docket 
No.  RM79-76,  subindexed  as  indicated, 
and  is  also  located  in  the  official  files  of 
the  jurisdictional  agency  that  submitted 
the  recommendation. 
***** 

(36)  Travis  Peak  Formation  in  the 
Sym-fac,  West  (Hosston)  Field  in  Texas. 
RM79-76  (Texas— 9) 

(i)  Delineation  of  formation.  The 
Travis  Peak  Formation  in  the  Sym-Jac, 
West  (Hosston)  Field  is  found  in 
Cherokee  County,  Texas,  Railroad 
Commission  District  6. 

(ii)  Depth.  The  top  and  base  of  the 
Travis  Peak  Formation  are  foimd  at 
approximately  9,850  feet  and  12,050  feet, 
respectively,  giving  a  thickness  of 
approximately  2,200  feet. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17691  Filed  9-12-81;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing— Federal  Housing 
Commissioner 

24  CFR  Part  235 

[Docket  No.  R-81-900] 

Mortgage  Insurance  and  Assistance 
Payments  for  Home  OwnersMp  and 
Project  Rehabilitation;  Change  in 
Maximum  Mortgage  Amounts; 
Correction 

agency:  Office  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Correction  of  interim  rule. 

summary:  On  June  1, 1981  (46  FR  29259), 
HUD  published  an  interim  rule  that 
increased  the  mortgage  amounts  under 
HUD’s  Section  235  mortgage  insurance 
program.  The  purpose  of  this  correction 
is  to  add  a  date  that  was  erroneously 
omitted  from  §  235.25. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  J.  Coonts,  Director,  Single  Family 
Development  Division,  (202)  755-6720. 


Accordingly,  §  235.25(b)  is  corrected 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  235.25  Maximum  mortgage  amount 
***** 

(b)  With  respect  to  mortgages  insured 
pursuant  to  conditional  commitments 
issued  or  preliminary  reservations 
approved  on  or  after  July  13, 1981,  the 
mortgage  shall  not  exceed  the  following: 
***** 

(Sec.  211  of  the  National  Housing  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1709, 1715)) 

Issued  at  Washington  D.C.,  June  9, 1981. 
Harwood  G.  Martin, 

Attorney  Advisor,  Regulations  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17747  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  4210-01-M 

PENSION  BENEFIT  GUARANTY 
CORPORATION 

29  CFR  Part  2610 

Valuation  of  Plan  Benefits  in  Non* 
Multiempioyer  Plans;  Amendment 
Adopting  Additionai  PBGC  Rates 

agency:  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty 

Corporation. 

action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  to  the 
regulation  on  Valuation  of  Plan  Benefits 
in  Non-Multiemployer  Plans  contains 
the  interest  rates  and  factors  for  the 
period  beginning  July  1, 1981.  The 
interest  rates  and  factors  are  to  be  used 
to  value  benefits  provided  under 
terminating  non-multiemployer  pension 
plans  covered  by  Title  IV  of  the 
Employee  Retirement  Income  Security 
Act  of  1974. 

The  valuation  of  plan  benefits  is 
necessary  because  under  section  4041  of 
the  Act,  the  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty 
Corporation  ("PBGC”)  and  the  plan 
administrator  must  determine  whether  a 
terminating  pension  plan  has  sufficient 
assets  to  pay  all  guaranteed  benefits 
provided  under  the  plan.  If  the  assets 
are  insufficient,  the  PBGC  will  pay  the 
guaranteed  benebts  under  the  plan 
termination  insurance  program 
established  under  Title  IV. 

The  interest  rates  and  factors  set  forth 
in  Appendix  B  to  Part  2610  are  adjusted 
periodically  to  reflect  changes  in 
financial  and  annuity  markets.  This 
amendment  adopts  the  rates  and  factors 
applicable  to  plans  that  terminate  on  or 
after  July  1, 1981,  and  enables  the  PBGC 
and  plan  administrators  to  value  the 
benefits  provided  under  those  plans. 
These  rates  and  factors  will  remain  in 
effect  until  PBGC  publishes  a  notice 
revising  them. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  1, 1981. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Nina  R.  Hawes,  Staff  Attorney, 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel,  Pension 
Benebt  Guaranty  Corporation,  2020  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006, 
202-254-3010. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  28, 1981,  the  Pension  Benebt 
Guaranty  Corporation  (the  "PBGG’J 
issued  a  bnal  regulation  (46  FR  9492  et 
seg.)  establishing  the  methods  for 
valuing  plan  benebts  of  terminating  non¬ 
multiemployer  plans  covered  under  Title 
rV  of  the  Employee  Retirement  Income 
Security  Act  of  1974,  29  U.S.C.  §|  1001  et 
seg.  (1976),  as  amended  by  the 
Multiemployer  Pension  Plan 
Amendments  Act -of  1980,  Pub.  L  No.  96- 
364,  94  Stat  1208  (the  “Act”). 

That  regulation  contains  a  number  of 
formulas  for  valuing  different  types  of 
benebts.  In  addition.  Appendix  B  to  the 
regulation  sets  forth  the  various  interest 
rates  and  factors  that  are  to  be  used  in 
the  formulas.  Because  these  rates  and 
factors  are  intended  to  rebect  curreilt 
conditions  in  the  bnancial  and  annuity 
markets,  it  is  necessary  to  update  the 
rates  and  factors  periodically. 

When  brst  published.  Appendix  B 
contained  interest  rates  and  factors  to 
be  used  to  value  benebts  in  plans  that 
terminated  on  or  after  September  2, 

1974,  but  before  October  1, 1975. 
Subsequently,  the  PBGC  adopted 
additional  rates  and  factors  for  valuing 
benebts  in  plans  that  terminated  on  or 
after  October  1, 1975,  but  before  June  1, 
1981.  (29  CFR  2610  (1980),  45  FR  64907, 

45  FR  75658,  45  FR  75209,  45  FR  82172,  46 
FR  3510,  46  FR  16685,  46  FR  18312). 

On  May  15, 1981,  the  PBGC  last 
published  rates  for  plans  that  terminate 
on  or  after  June  1, 1981  (46  FR  26765).  At 
this  time,  changes  in  the  bnancial  and 
annuity  markets  have  necessitated  an 
increase  in  the  rates  used  by  the  PBGC 
to  value  benebts.  Accordin^y,  this 
notice  changes  the  rates  in  Appendix  B 
to  add  a  set  of  interest  rates  and  factors 
for  plans  that  terminate  on  or  after  July 
1, 1981.  These  rates  and  factors  will 
remain  in  ebect  until  such  time  as  PBGC 
publishes  another  notice  which  changes 
the  rates. 

As  a  rule,  the  rates  will  be  in  effect  for 
at  least  one  month.  If  the  rates  are  to  be 
changed.  PBGC  will  publish  a  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register,  normally  by  the 
15th  of  the  month  prior  to  the  month  for 
which  the  new  rates  will  be  effective.  If 
no  change  is  to  be  made,  no  notice  will 
be  published,  and  the  current  rates  will 
remain  in  effect  until  further  notice. 

Because  the  Multiemployer  Pension 
Plan  Amendments  Act  of  1980 
established  a  new  insurance  program  for 
multiemployer  plans,  we  note  that  the 
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rates  and  factors  contained  in  Appendix 
B  to  Part  2610  are  applicable  to  non¬ 
multiemployer  plans  only. 

The  PBGC  has  determined  that  notice 
and  public  comment  on  this  amendment 
are  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  This  determination  is 
based  on  the  need  to  determine  and 
issue  new  interest  rates  and  factors 
promptly,  so  that  the  rates  can  reflect, 
as  accurately  as  possible,  current 
market  conditions.  The  PBGC  has  found 
that  the  public  interest  is  best  served  by 
issuing  the  rates  and  factors  on  a 
prospective  basis  so  that  plans  may  be 
able  to  calculate  the  value  of  plan 
benefits  before  submitting  a  notice  of 
intent  to  terminate.  Also,  plans  will  be 
able  to  predict  employer  liability  more 
accurately  prior  to  plan  termination. 
Moreover,  because  of  the  need  to 
provide  immediate  guidance  for  the 
valuation  of  benebts  under  plans  that 
will  terminate  on  or  after  July  1, 1981, 
and  because  no  adjustment  by  ongoing 
plans  is  required  by  this  amendment,  the 
PBGC  Finds  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  rates  set  forth  in  this 
amendment  to  the  final  regulation 


effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication. 

The  PBGC  has  determined  that  this  is 
not  a  “major  rule”  under  the  criteria  set 
forth  in  Executive  Order  12291,  February 

17, 1981,  (46  FR 13193)  because  it  will 
not  result  in  an  aimual  effect  on  the 
economy  of  $100  million  or  more,  a 
major  increase  in  costs  for  consumers  or 
individual  industries,  or  significant  . 
adverse  effects  on  competition, 
employment,  investment,  productivity, 
innovation  or  competition. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
2610  of  Chapter  XXVI,  Title  29,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  hereby  amended 
by  revising  Rate  Set  25  and  adding  Rate 
Set  26  of  Appendix  B  to  read  as  follows: 

Appendix  B — ^Interest  Rates  and  Quantities 
Used  to  Value  Immediate  and  Deferred 
Annuities 

In  the  table  that  follows,  the  immediate 
annuity  rate  is  used  to  value  immediate 
annuities,  to  compute  the  quantity  “Gy"  for 
deferred  annuities  and  to  value  both  portions 
of  a  refund  annuity.  An  interest  rate  of  5% 
shall  be  used  to  value  death  benefits  other 
than  the  decreasing  term  insurance  portion  of 
a  refund  annuity.  For  deferred  annuities,  ki, 
ki,  ky,  ni,  and  n2  are  defined  in  §  2610.45. 


For  plans  witn  a  valuation  date 

Imme¬ 

diate 

annuity 

rate 

Deferred  annuities 

Rate  set 

On  or  after 

Before 

k. 

k. 

k. 

n. 

111 

25.... 

July  1, 1981 . 

10.25 

1.0950 

1.0B25 

1  0400 

7 

e 

8 

26 . 

. July  1. 1981 . 

..  10.50 

1.0975 

1.0850 

1.0400 

7 

(Secs.  4002(b)(3),  4041(b),  4044,  4062(b)(1)(A),  Pub.  L.  93-406,  88  Stat.  1004,  1020, 1025-27, 1029, 
(1974)  (29  U.S.C.  1302, 1341, 1344, 1362),  as  amended  by  Secs.  403(1),  403(d)  and  402(a)(7),  Pub. 
L  96-364,  94  Stat.  1302, 1301, 1299,  (1980)) 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  this  2nd  day  of  June,  1981. 

Robert  E.  Nagle, 

Executive  Director,  Pension  Benefit  Guaranty  Corporation. 

IFR  Doc.  61-17591  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  7708-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Office  of  Surface  Mining  Reciamation 
and  Enforcement 

30  CFR  Parts  700, 716,  and  785 

Surface  Coal  Mining  and  Reclamation 
Operations  Initial  and  Permanent 
Regulatory  Program;  Deferral  of 
Effective  Dates 

agency:  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement  (OSM), 
Interior. 

action:  Deferral  of  effective  dates. 

summary:  The  effective  dates  of  final 
regulations,  which  were  previously 
deferred  at  46  FR  18023  (March  23, 1981), 
46  FR  20211  (April  3, 1981)  and  48  FR 


23924  (April  29, 1981),  are  further 
postponed  until  August  14, 1981  and 
August  15, 1981  (see  below)  to  allow 
OSM  additional  time  to  analyze  the 
voluminous  comments  received  from  the 
public  on  whether  the  rules  should  be 
modiBed,  issued  or  suspended 
indefinitely  pending  the  outcome  of 
further  rulemaking.  The  regulations  deal 
with  the  two-acre  exemption,  the  prime 
farmland  grandfather  exemption  and 
prime  farmland  definitions  of  OSM’s 
initial  and  permanent  regulatory 
programs. 

DATES:  The  new  effective  date  for  30 
CFR  716.7  (a)  and  (b)  as  published  on 
January  22, 1981,  is  August  14, 1981.  The 
new  effective  date  of  30  CFR  716.7(a)(2) 
and  785.17(a)  as  published  on  January 

23, 1981,  and  30  CFR  700.11(b)  as 


published  on  January  23, 1981,  is  August 

15, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  Johnson  or  LeRoy  deMoulin, 
(202)  343-5261  (prime  farmland)  or  Stan 
Zeccolo,  (202)  343-5365  (two-acre 
exemption).  Office  of  Surface  Mining, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240. 

SUPPUEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  These 
regulations  have  been  the  subject  of 
several  Federal  Register  notices  on 
suspension  and  effective  dates  as 
follows:  Notice  of  Suspension  of  Certain 
Regulations,  44  FR  67942  (November  27, 
1979):  Notice  of  Suspension,  44  FR  77454 
(December  31, 1979);  Extension  of 
Effective  Dates  for  Final  Rules,  46  FR 
10707  (February  4, 1981);  Notice  of 
Suspension  of  Certain  Rules,  46  FR 
18023  (March  23, 1981);  Cancellation  of 
Prior  Notice  and  Deferral  of  Effective 
Dates  for  Final  Rules,  46  FR  20211  (April 
3, 1981);  Continued  Suspension  of  Final 
Rules,  46  FR  23924  (April  29, 1981). 
Voluminous  comments  have  been 
received  from  the  public  during  the 
comment  period  which  ended  on  May  9, 
1981.  A  deferral  of  effective  dates  for  an 
additional  60  days  will  enable  OSM  to 
analyze  thoroughly  the  public  comments 
and  decide  whether  to  modify,  issue  or 
suspend  these  rules  indefinitely  pending 
the  outcome  of  further  rulemaking. 

Dated:  June  10, 1981. 

Andrew  V.  Bailey, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Surface  Mining 
Reclamation  and  Enforcement. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17720  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-OS-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[A-3-FRL  1845-8] 

Memorandum  of  Understanding  for  the 
Prevention  of  Significant  Deterioration 
of  Air  Quality;  EPA  Region  III  and 
Philadelphia 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Information  notice. 


summary:  EPA  Region  III  and  the  City 
of  Philadelphia  have  developed  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU) 
which  provides  for  interagency 
cooperation  in  implementing  the  PSD 
program.  Through  the  MOU,  the  City  of 
Philadelphia  will  receive  and  process 
PSD  permits;  however,  EPA  Region  III 
will  retain  full  authority  and 
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responsibility  to  issue  to  deny  PSD 
permits. 

date:  Effective  immediately  June  15, 

1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  MOU  and 
related  documents  are  available  for 
inspection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  offices: 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
Region  III,  Curtis  Building,  Tenth 
Floor,  Sixth  and  Walnut  Streets, 
Philadelphia,  Peimsylvania  19106, 

Attn:  Robert  J.  Blaszczak  (3AH13), 

(215)  597-8186  or  FTS  597-8186 
Air  Management  Services,  Philadelphia 
Department  of  Public  Health,  Sixth 
Floor,  801  Arch  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19107,  Attn:  Norman 
Glazer,  (215)  686-7440. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Robert  J.  Blaszczak  at  (215)  587-8186  or 
FTS  597-8186. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Regional  Administrator,  EPA  Region  III 
and  the  Health  Commissioner,  City  of 
Philadelphia  have  signed  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU), 
which  provides  for  interagency 
cooperation  in  the  implementation  of  the 
PSD  program.  As  of  the  effective  date, 
all  PSD  permit  applications  for  sources 
locating  in  Philadelphia  will  be 
submitted  directly  to  the  City  of 
Philadelphia  for  processing.  EPA  Region 
III  is  responsible  for  determining  the 
adequacy  of  these  processing  activities 
which  include  applicability/ 
completeness  evaluations  and  BACT,  air 
quality  and  other  impact  analyses.  EPA 
Region  III  retains  full  authority  and 
responsibility  to  issue  and/or  deny  PSD 
permits. 

The  MOU  will  become  effective  as  of 
the  publication  date  of  this  notice.  The 
Regional  Administrator  finds  good  cause 
for  making  the  MOU  effective 
immediately  in  that  it  is  an 
administrative  change  and  not  one  of 
substantive  content. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
also  must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“major”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis.  This  MOU  is  not  “major”.  This 
action  only  approves  State  actions,  and 
imposes  to  new  requirements  of  its  own. 

This  MOU  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  as  required  by  Executive  Order 
12291. 

Effective  immediately,  all  applications 
and  other  information  pursuant  to 
§  52.21  from  sources  locating  in  the  City 
of  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  but  not 
having  a  PSD  permit  application 
currently  under  review  by  EPA.  should 
be  submitted  to  the  City  of  Philadelphia 
agency  at  the  following  address:  Air 


Management  Services,  Philadelphia 
Department  of  Public  Health,  6th  Floor, 
801  Arch  Street,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19107. 

(42  U.S.C.  7405(b).  7601  (a)  &  (c)) 

Dated:  June  8, 1981. 

Jack ).  Schramm, 

Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17721  Filed  8-12-81: 8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 


40  CFR  Part  52 

IA-3-FRL  1845-8a] 

Memorandum  of  Understanding  for  the 
Prevention  of  Significant  Deterioration 
of  Air  Quality;  EPA  Region  III  and 
Pennsylvania 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Information  notice. 

summary:  EPA  Region  in  and  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  have 
developed  a  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  (MOU)  which  provides 
for  interagency  cooperation  in 
implementing  the  PSD  program.  Through 
the  MOU,  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  will  receive  and  process 
PSD  permits;  however,  EPA  Region  III 
will  retain  full  authority  and 
responsibility  to  issue  or  deny  PSD 
permits. 

DATE:  Effective  immediately  June  15, 
1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  MOU  and 
related  documents  are  available  for 
inspection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  offices: 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IB,  Curtis  Building.  Tenth 
Floor,  Sixth  and  Walnut  Streets, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106, 

Attn:  Robert  J.  Blaszczak  (3AH13), 
(215)  597-8186  or  FTS  597-8188. 

Bureau  of  Air  Quality  Control. 
Pennsylvania  Department  of 
Enviroiunental  Resources,  300  North 
3rd  Street,  Fulton  Bank  Building,  P.O. 
Box  2063,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania 
17120,  Attn:  Douglas  L.  Lesher,  (717) 
787-4324  or  FTS  637-4324. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  J.  Blaszczak  at  (215)  587-8186  or 
FTS  597^186. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Regional  Administrator,  EPA  Region  III 
and  the  Secretary  of  Environmental 
Resources,  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  have  signed  a 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU), 
which  provides  for  interagency 
cooperation  in  the  implementation  of  the 
PSD  program.  As  of  the  effective  date. 


all  PSD  permit  applications  for  sources 
locating  in  Pennsylvania  (except  as 
indicated  below)  will  be  submitted 
directly  to  the  Commonwealth  of 
Pennsylvania  for  processing.  EPA 
Region  III  is  responsible  for  determining 
the  adequacy  of  these  processing 
activities  which  include  applicability/ 
completeness  evaluations  and  BACT,  air 
quality  and  other  impact  analyses.  EPA 
Region  III  retains  full  authority  and 
responsibility  to  issue  and/or  deny  PSD 
permits. 

The  MOU  will  become  elective  as  of 
the  publication  date  of  this  notice.  The 
Regional  Administrator  finds  good  cause 
for  making  the  MOU  elective 
immediately  in  that  it  is  an 
administrative  change  and  not  one  of 
substantive  content 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
also  must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“major”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis.  This  MOU  is  not  “major”.  This 
action  only  approves  State  actions,  and 
imposes  no  new  requirements  of  its 
own. 

This  MOU  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  as  required  by  Executive  Order 
12291. 

Effective  immediately,  all  applications 
and  other  information  pursuant  to 
§  52.21  from  sources  locating  in  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania,  but  not 
locating  in  Allegheny  or  Philadelphia 
Counties,  or  having  a  PSD  permit 
application  currently  under  review  by 
EPA,  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  agency 
at  the  following  address:  Bureau  of  Air 
Quality  Control,  Pennsylvania 
Department  of  Environmental 
Resources,  P.O.  Box  2063,  Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania  17120. 

(42  U.S.C.  7405(b).  7601  (a)  and  (c)) 

Dated:  ]une  8, 1981. 

Jack  J.  Schramm, 

Regional  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17722  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 


40  CFR  Parts  30  and  40 

lORD-FRL  1845-5] 

General  Grant  Regulations  and 
Procedures;  Class  Deviation  for 
Research  and  Demonstration  Projects 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Deviation  to  rule. 

summary:  Under  authority  of  40  CFR 
30.1000,  EPA  issued  the  class  deviation 
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described  below  from  a  part  of  the 
provisions  of  40  CFR  30.635-2(a)  and  40 
CFR  40.125-1  for  research  and 
demonstration  projects. 

The  deviation  modifies  the  final  report 
requirement  by  allowing  the  recipient  to 
submit  to  EPA  a  peer-refereed  journal 
article  in  lieu  of  a  final  report  in  the  EPA 
format.  The  Agency  still  requires  an 
acceptable  report,  but  the  Project  Officer 
will  determine  the  specific  format  of  the 
report  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  18, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Harvey  Pippen,  Jr.,  Director  Grants 
Administration  Division  (PM-216), 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460 
(755-0850). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  These 
are  projects  funded  under  40  CFR  Part 
40.  The  official  program  numbers  and 
titles  in  the  Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance  are: 

66.500  Environmental  Protection — 
Consolidated  Research  Grants 

66.501  Air  Pollution  Control  Research 
Grants 

66.502  Pesticides  Control  Research  Grants 

66.504  Solid  Waste  Disposal  Research 
Grants 

66.505  Water  Pollution  Control — ^Research, 
Development  and  Demonstration  Grants 

66.506  Safe  Drinking  Water  Research  and 
Demonstration  Grants 

66.507  Toxic  Substances  Research  Grants 
66.452  Solid  Waste  Management 

Demonstration  Grants 

The  requirements  of  OMB  Circular 
No.  A-95,  Part  I,  apply  to  Catalog 
Numbers  66.452, 66.505  and  66.506.  (See 
40  CFR  30.305.) 

Under  our  policy  to  publish  class 
deviations  in  the  Federal  Register,  EPA 
is  publishing  the  deviation  as  part  of  this 
notice. 

Dated:  May  5, 1981. 

Roy  L  Gamsey, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Planning 
and  Management  (PM-208). 

Dated:  May  18, 1981. 

Richard  M.  Dowd, 

Acting  Assistant  Administratar  for  Research 
and  Development  (RD-672). 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Date:  May  18, 1981. 

Subject:  Class  Deviation  from  40  CFR  30.635- 
2(a)  and  40  CFR  40.125-1,  Final  Report 
Requirements  for  Research  and 
Demonstration  Projects 
From:  Harvey  Pippen,  (r..  Director,  Grants 
Administration  Division  (PM-216] 

To:  Frederick  L.  Meadows,  Chief,  Grants 
Operations  Branch  (PM-216) 

Action 

1  am  approving  a  class  deviation  from  40 
CFR  30.635-2(a]  to  modify  the  final  report 


requirement  for  research  and  demonstration 
projects  by  allowing  the  recipient  to  submit 
to  EPA  a  peer-refereed  journal  article  in  lieu 
of  a  final  report  in  the  EPA  format. 

You  must  still  require  an  acceptable  report, 
but  the  EPA  Project  Officer  will  determine 
the  specific  format  of  the  report  on  a  case-by- 
case  basis. 

This  deviation  also  still  allows  recipients  to 
comply  with  the  requirement  of  submitting  a 
report  before  the  end  of  the  project  period. 
Ofient'mes,  journals  may  take  a  long  time  to 
publish  these  articles.  Because  of  this,  you 
must  require  the  Project  Officer  to  notify  you 
when  the  article  has  been  accepted  for 
publication  by  a  journal  and  the  approximate 
date  the  article  will  be  published. 

If  the  report  is  not  accepted  for  publication 
by  a  journal,  then  the  recipient  must  submit  a 
final  report  to  EPA  in  the  standard  EPA 
format  within  90  days  of  the  previously 
established  termination  date  of  the  project 
period.  For  this  purpose,  I  am  also  approving 
a  deviation  from  40  CFR  40.125-1  to  allow 
you,  as  the  award  official,  to  extend  the 
budget  period  and  project  period  for  no  more 
than  90  additional  days  without  a  specific 
case-by-case  deviation. 

Background 

40  CFR  30.635-2(a]  of  the  EPA  general  grant 
regulations  requires  that  the  assistance 
recipient  prepare  and  submit  an  acceptable 
final  report  before  the  end  of  the  p;oject 
period  for  all  EPA  research,  demonstration, 
and  training  grants  and  cooperative 
agreements. 

In  keeping  with  the  Office  of  Research  and 
Development’s  (ORD)  policy  regarding  the 
effective  communication  of  technical 
information,  ORD  encourages  the  use  of  the 
peer  review  journal  publication  process 
regarding  EPA's  research  reports.  Journal 
articles  provide  an  excellent  way  for  EPA’s 
technical  information  to  reach  the  scientific 
community.  They  also  enhance  EPA’s 
credibility  with  peer  groups  and  provide 
references  for  developing  criteria  documents 
and  for  defending  proposed  and  existing 
standards. 

Many  of  EPA’s  research  and  demonstration 
assistance  recipients  prefer  to  have  their  final 
report  published  in  a  peer-refereed  journal, 
instead  of  in  the  EPA  format.  However,  the 
grant  regulations  require  that  the  recipient 
submit  a  final  report  to  EPA.  This  deviation 
will  prevent  individual  deviation  requests  on 
this  issue. 

'This  deviation  also  will  allow  a  more 
flexible  policy  regarding  final  research 
reports,  which  is  in  keeping  with  the  current 
administration’s  concern  for  reducing  the 
paperwork  burden  on  the  public.  This  action 
will  still  allow  EPA  to  have  access  to  more 
detailed  data  regarding  individual  projects, 
and  it  will  allow  EPA’s  research  to  receive 
increased  exposure  to  the  scientific  and 
technical  communities. 

Date:  May  5, 1981. 

Concur: 

Roy  L  Gamsey, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Planning 
and  Management  (PM~208) 

Date:  May  18, 1981. 


Concur: 

Richard  M.  Dowd, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Research 
and  Development  (RD-672) 

|FR  Doc.  ai-17625  Filed  S-lZ-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-35-M 

40  CFR  Part  52 

Kentucky:  Bubble  Action  for  the 
Kentucky  Utilities  Company— Green 
River  Station;  Approval  and 
Promulgation  of  Implementation  Plans 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Final  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  Kentucky  has  submitted  a 
State  Implementation  Plan  (SIP)  revision 
concerning  the  sulfur  dioxide  (SO2) 
emission  rates  from  three  emission 
points  at  the  Kentucky  Utilities 
Company — Green  River  Station  (K.U.C.- 
G.R.S.)  in  Muhlenberg  County.  This 
action  is  being  treated  within  the  EPA 
bubble  policy  concept.  A  more  stringent 
emission  rate  is  being  placed  on  the 
smaller  sources  that  have  a  shorter 
stack  and  less  stringent  emission  rates 
are  required  on  the  larger  sources  which 
have  taller  stacks.  This  will  have  no 
significant  change  on  the  air  quality  and 
will  maintain  the  plantwide  allowable 
emission  rate  as  determined  in  the  SIP. 
DATE:  This  action  is  effective  July  15, 
1981. 

ADDRESSES:  The  Kentucky  submittal 
may  be  examined  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  EPA 
offices: 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 
Library  System  Branch, 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

20460 

Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  Room 
8401, 1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20005 

Library,  EPA  Region  IV,  345  Courtland 
Street  N.E.,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30365 
Kentucky  Department  for  Natural 
Resources  and  Environmental 
Protection,  Division  of  Air  Pollution 
Control,  West  Frankford  Office 
Complex,  1050  U.S.  127  ByPass  South, 
Frankfort,  Kentucky  40601 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Melvin  Russell,  Air  Programs 
Branch,  EPA  Region  IV  at  the  above 
listed  address  and  telephone  number 
404/881-3286  or  257-3286. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  September  23, 1980,  EPA  received 
from  the  Commonwealth  of  Kentucky  an 
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SIP  revision  that  pertains  to  the 
Kentucky  Utilities  Company — Green 
River  Station  in  Muhlenberg  County. 
This  revision  was  considered  as  a 
bubble  application  for  SO2  controls  on 
three  emission  points  and  the  submittal 
contained  the  required  air  quality 
dispersion  modeling  to  evaluate  the 
proposed  change. 

The  1979  SIP  revision  for  this  plant 
included  a  modeling  analysis  to 
determine  the  allowable  S02  emission 
rate.  That  analysis  indicated  that  a  3.5 
lb.  SOa  per  million  British  Thermal  Unit 
(MBTU)  limit  for  the  Green  River  Plant 
would  be  sufficient  to  attain  and 
maintain  the  National  Ambient  Air 
Quality  Standards  (NAAQS). 

The  Kentucky  Utilities  plant  is 
changing  their  coal  supply  in  this  bubble 
action.  Presently  the  plant  uses  a  3.8% 
(sample  average]  sulfur  coal  in  Units  1 
and  2,  which  is  equipped  with  a  lime 
scrubber  and  a  1.8%  (sample  average) 
sulfur  coal  in  the  uncontrolled  Units  3 
and  4.  Western  Kentucky  poal  of  2.5% 
sulfur  content  is  readily  available  to  the 
plant  and  has  an  estimated  cost  savings 
of  $1.1  million  per  year. 

The  plant  has  proposed  to  place  more 
stringent  emission  rates  on  Unit  1  and  2 
(0.9  lb.  SO2/MBTU)  and  less  stringent 
emission  rates  on  Units  3  and  4  (4.57  lb. 
SO2/MBTU).  The  following  calculations 
indicate  that  the  plant-wide  average 
emission  rate  of  3.5  lb.  SO2/MBTU  will 
result  when  the  plant  is  operating  at 
maximum  capacity. 


Unit 

Man- 

mum 

MMBtu 

per 

hour 

input 

Pounds 

SO,/ 

MMBtu 

Lb  SO,/ 
hr 

1  and  2 . 

.  927.5 

X 

0.9 

834.75 

3 . 

.  97ao 

X 

4.57 

4460.32 

4 . 

.  1.260.0 

X 

4.57 

5758.20 

Total . - . 

. 3,163.5 

11,053.27 

Plant  average  emission  rate  lb.  SO2/ 
MBTU  is  therefore: 


=  3.494  lb.  SOa/MBTU 


11.053.27  lb.  SO,/HR 
3163.5  MBTU/HR 

The  smaller  sources  with  a  shorter 
stack  will  have  a  reduced  emission  rate 
and  the  larger  sources  with  taller  stacks 
will  have  relaxed  emission  rates.  This 
action  was  evaluated  using  the  CRSTER 
and  PTMPT  models  which  indicated  no 
exceedences  of  the  ambient  standards. 
The  plant,  located  in  an  area  that  does 
not  meet  the  NAAQS  for  SO2,  will  have 
actual  emissions  that  remain  in 
compliance  with  the  plant-wide 
allowable  emissions  in  the  SIP  and  are 
equal  to  them.  In  addition,  these  models 
did  not  indicate  any  utilization  of  PSD 


increments.  This  proposed  action  meets 
the  criteria  of  EPA’s  bubble  policy  as 
published  on  December  11, 1979  (44  FR 
71780). 

One  comment  was  received  which 
inquired  about  the  long-range  effects  of 
S02  by  the  implementation  of  this 
bubble  action.  At  this  time  EPA  has  not 
developed  any  models  capable  of  the 
measurement  of  long  range  effects 
beyond  50  kilometers.  Models  are  being 
developed  to  predict  concentrations 
beyond  this  current  range. 

Action 

EPA  is  today  approving  the  SIP 
revision.  This  action  is  effective  July  15, 
1981. 

Piu'suant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
605(b)  I  hereby  certify  that  the  attached 
rule  will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities.  This  action  only  approves  state 
actions  with  regard  to  a  single  source.  It 
imposes  no  new  requirements. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is  major 
and  therefore  subject  to  the  requirement 
of  a  Regulatory  Impact  Analysis.  This 
regulation  is  not  major  because  it  merely 
ratifies  State  actions  and  imposes  no 
new  burden  on  sources.  In  fact,  it  eases 
the  burden  of  control  on  one  source. 

This  is  designed  to  be  less  expensive, 
reducing  the  cost  of  existing  regulations 
and  easing  the  source’s  ability  to  comply 
with  the  SIP. 

This  Regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291. 

Incorporation  by  reference  of  the 
State  Implementation  Plan  for  the  State 
of  Kentucky  was  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  on  July  1, 1980. 

(Sec.  110  Clean  Air  Act  (42  U.S.C.  7410)) 

Dated  May  29. 1981. 

Anne  M.  Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Chapter  I,  Title  40,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  by 
adding  §  52.920(c)(15)  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  S— Kentucky 

§  52.920  Identification  of  Plan. 

*  *  «  *  * 

(c)  The  plan  revisions  listed  below 

were  submitted  on  the  dates  specified. 

*  *  * 

(15)  Revision  to  the  State 
Implementation  Plan  for  a  bubble  action 
at  the  Kentucky  Utilities — Green  River 


Station  was  submitted  on  December  1, 
1980. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17682  Hied  B-12-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-3S-M 


40  CFR  Part  52 
[A-3-FRL  1845-71 

Approval  of  Revisions  of  the  State  of 
Delaware  State  Implementation  Plan 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  directs 
applicants  for  Prevention  of  Significant 
Deterioration  (PSD)  permits  who  are 
plaiming  to  locate  in  the  State  of 
Delaware  to  submit  their  applications 
directly  to  the  State  instead  of  to  The 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  This 
change  is  required  since  EPA  has 
delegated  PSD  authority  to  the  State. 

The  notice  announcing  the  delegation  of 
authority  is  published  elsewhere  in  this 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register. 

DATE:  Elective  June  15, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  all  support 
documents  are  available  for  inspection 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
following  offices: 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IB,  Curtis  Building,  Tenth 
Floor,  Sixth  and  Walnut  Streets, 
Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106, 

Attn:  Robert  J.  Blaszczak  (3AH13), 

(215)  587-8186,  FTS  597-8186 
Air  Resources  Section,  Division  of 
Environmental  Control,  Delaware 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Environmental  Control,  Edward 
Tatnall  Building,  P.O.  Box  1401,  Dover, 
Delaware  19901,  Attn:  Robert  French, 
(302)  736^791 

Public  Information  Reference  Unit, 

Room  2922 — EPA  Library,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401 
M  Street,  S.W.  (Waterside  Mall), 
Washington,  D.C.  20460 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  J.  Blaszczak  at  (215)  587-8186  or 
FTS  597-8186. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Regional  Administrator  finds  good  cause 
for  foregoing  prior  public  notice  and  for 
making  this  rule  effective  immediately  in 
that  it  is  an  administrative  change  and 
not  one  of  substantive  content.  No 
additional  substantive  burdens  are 
imposed  on  the  parties  afiected.  The 
delegation  becomes  effective  upon 
publication  of  this  rule;  therefore,  it 
serves  no  purpose  to  delay  the  technical 
change  of  this  addition  of  the  State 
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address  to  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
also  must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“major”  and  therefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis.  This  delegation  of  authority  is 
not  “major.”  This  action  only  approves 
State  actions,  and  imposes  no  new 
requirements  of  its  own. 

This  regulation  was  submitted  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
review  as  required  by  Executive  Order 
12291. 

Under  Section  307(b)(1)  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act,  judicial  review  of  this  action  is 
available  only  by  the  filing  of  a  petition 
for  review  in  the  United  States  Court  of 
Appeals  for  the  appropriate  circuit  on  or 
before  August  14, 1981.  Under  section 
307(b)(2)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  the 
requirements  which  are  the  subject  of 
today’s  notice  may  not  be  challenged 
later  in  civil  or  criminal  proceedings 
broughtl)y  EPA  to  enforce  these 
requirements. 

(42  U.S.C.  7401,  7410,  and  7470-79) 

Dated:  June  8, 1981. 

Jack  J.  Schramm, 

Regional  Administrator. 

Part  52  of  Title  40  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Subpart  W— Delaware 

1.  Section  52.2451,  new  paragraph  (c) 
is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  52.2451  Significant  deterioration  of  air 
quality. 

***** 

(c)  Pursuant  to  40  CFR  52.21(u)  full 
delegation  of  authority  for  all  portions  of 
the  Federal  PSD  program,  as  described 
in  40  CFR  52.21,  was  relinquished  to  the 
State  of  Delaware  as  of  June  15, 1981. 

All  applications  submitted  as  of  that 
date  and  supporting  information 
required  pursuant  to  Section  52.21  from 
sources  located  in  the  State  of  Delaware 
shall  be  submitted  to:  Delaware 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Environmental  Control,  Air  Resources 
Section,  Division  of  Environmental 
Control,  Edward  Tatnall  Building,  P.O. 
Box  1401,  Dover,  Delaware  19901. 

|FR  Doc  81-17642  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-38-M 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

41  CFR  Part  8-14 

Definition  of  Meat  Products  Not 
Requiring  USDA  Inspection 

agency:  Veterans  Administration. 


ACTION:  Final  regulation. 

summary:  The  Veterans  Administration 
Procurement  Regulations  are  revised  to 
include  a  dehnition  of  meat  food 
products  not  requiring  USDA  inspection. 
VA  Procurement  Regulations  exclude 
USDA  inspection  and  reference  to 
certain  subsistence  specifications  for 
meat  food  products  purchased  in  lots  of 
less  than  500  pounds.  To  avoid 
inappropriate  application  of  the  waiver 
to  meat  products  requiring  inspection, 
an  explicit  definition  of  meat  food 
products  is  added. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
June  15, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Tim  Ganous,  Policy  and  Interagency 
Service,  Office  of  Supply  Services, 
Veterans  Administration,  810  Vermont 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20420, 
telephone  (202)  389-2334. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
proposed  amendment  has  been 
reviewed  pursuant  to  the  requirements 
of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L. 
96-354)  and  it  is  determined  that  the 
regulation  has  no  impact  upon  small 
business  or  state  and  local  governments. 

It  is  the  general  policy  of  the  VA  to 
allow  time  for  interested  persons  to 
participate  in  the  rulemaking  process  (38 
CFR  1.12).  Since  this  amendment  only 
affects  internal  procedures,  the  public 
rulemaking  process  is  considered 
unnecessary  in  this  instance. 

Approved:  June  9, 1981. 

Donald  L.  Custis, 

Acting  Administrator. 

41  CFR  8-14.1  is  revised  as  follows: 

1.  In  §  8-14.105-52,  the  introductory 
portion  of  paragraph  (a)  is  revised  and  a 
footnote  is  added  at  the  end  of  the 
section  so  that  the  added  and  amended 
material  reads  as  follows: 

§  8-14.105-52  Waiver  of  USDA  inspection 
and  specifications. 

(a)  Contracting  officers  may  purchase 
butter;  cheese  (except  cottage  cheese): 
sausage;  meat  food  products  bacon, 
smoked;  and  bacon,  Canadian  style, 
without  reference  to  the  specifications 
in  VAPR  Program  Guide  G-1,  and  the 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture  (USDA) 
inspection  requirements  of  VA  Form  10- 
1365,  when  the  amount  of  an  item  to  be 
purchased  will  not  exceed  500  pounds 
per  delivery.  When  these  items  are 
procured  together  with  items  that  are 
not  exempt  the  solicitation  shall  include 
the  following: 

***** 

'Meat  food  products  shall  mean  processed 
foods  containing  meat  in  substantial 
proportion  and  other  listed  ingredients 
including  seasoning,  e.g.,  frankfurters,  cold 


cuts.  Whole  or  prefabricated  meats,  e.g.,  pork 
chops,  hamburger,  are  considered  meats,  not 
meat  food  products. 

2.  In  §  8-14.151,  paragraphs  (a)  and  (c) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§8-14.151  Determination  authority. 

The  determinations  required  in  §  8- 
14.150  will  be  made  by: 

(a)  The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Construction,  for  those  items  and 
services  for  which  purchase  authority 
has  been  assigiied  to  him/her. 
***** 

(b)  The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Supply  Services,  for  all  other  supplies, 
equipment  and  services. 

(38  U.S.C.  210(c);  40  U.S.C.  486(c)) 

[FR  Doc.  81-17693  Filed  6-12-61;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8320-01-M 


41  CFR  Part  8-74 

Special  Procurement  Controls 

agency:  Veterans  Administration. 
action:  Final  regulation. 

summary:  The  Veterans  Administration 
is  amending  its  regulations  which 
prescribe  special  controls  over 
procurement.  These  amendments  place 
responsibility  for  securing  rent-free 
conference  facilities  with  a  contracting 
officer  before  a  determination  is  made 
to  purchase  such  space.  This  change  is 
designed  to  procure  conference  space  at 
the  least  cost  to  the  Government.  These 
amendments  also  prescribe  controls 
over  the  procurement  of  products 
containing  asbestos.  Such  products  must 
be  approved  by  the  Administrator 
before  being  procured.  This  rule  is  in 
response  to  new  restrictions  put  on  the 
use  of  products  containing  asbestos  by 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
and  the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  rule  is  effective 
June  15, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Tim  Ganous,  Policy  and  Interagency 
Service,  Office  of  Supply  Services, 
Veterans  Administration,  810  Vermont 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20420, 
telephone  (202)  389-2334. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
regulation  has  been  reviewed  pursuant 
to  the  requirements  of  Executive  Order 
12291  and  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
(Pub.  L.  96-354)  and  it  is  determined  that 
the  regulation  is  nonmajor  and  has  no 
impact  upon  small  business  or  state  and 
local  governments. 

It  is  the  general  policy  of  the  VA  to 
allow  time  for  interested  parties  to 
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participate  in  the  rule  making  process 
(38  CFR  1.12).  Since  this  amendment 
only  affects  internal  review  procedures, 
the  public  rule  making  process  is 
deemed  unnecessary  in  this  instance. 

Approved:  May  21, 1981. 

Rufus  H.  Wilson, 

Acting  Administrator. 

The  following  new  sections  are  added 
to  41  CFR  8-74  to  read  as  follows: 

§  8-74.1 14  Paid  use  of  conference 
facilities. 

(a)  The  rental  of  space  for  VA- 
sponsored  symposia  and  training 
sessions  may  be  unwarranted  when 
other  alternatives  are  available  at  no 
expense  or  reduced  expense  to  the 
Government.  After  the  geographical 
location  for  a  VA  conference  has  been 
selected,  based  on  minimum  overall 
travel  costs  for  all  Government 
participants  and  other  relevant  factors, 
a  request  for  conference  space  will  be 
forwarded  to  the  servicing  Supply 
activity.  The  request  for  conference 
space  should  afford  the  contracting 
officer  every  opportunity  to  secure  rent- 
free  facilities. 

(b)  The  following  criteria  for  the 
selection  of  an  appropriate  facility  will 
apply: 

(1)  A  thorough  effort  will  be  made  to 
schedule  conferences  and  training 
sessions  so  that  the  conference  facilities 
of  VA  installations  in  the  city  where  the 
conference  is  held  may  be  used. 

(2)  Where  no  VA  space  is  available, 
the  General  Services  Administration 
will  be  contacted  to  determine  if  there  is 
other  Government  agency  space  which 
may  be  used. 

(3)  Efforts  will  be  made  to  schedule 
conferences,  where  Government  space 
is  not  available,  through  hotels  and 
motels  which  oHer  &ee  conference 
facilities  in  exhange  for  a  stipulated 
number  of  lodging  reservations  for 
participants.  Surcharges  per  lodging  or 
increased  room  rates,  to  o^set  the  cost 
of  the  conference  room,  shall  be 
considered  payment  for  such  space. 

(4)  In  the  event  none  of  these  is 
available  on  the  desired  dates, 
consideration  will  be  given  to 
rescheduling  the  conference  to  avail  the 
VA  of  the  use  of  facilities  without 
payment  of  a  fee. 

(5)  If  none  of  the  above  is  practical, 
rental  conference  space  will  be 
obtained.  Complete  documentation  of 
efforts  to  secure  free  conference  space, 
as  outlined  above,  will  be  maintained  in 
the  purchase  order  file.  The  costs  of 
coffee,  refreshments,  meals,  lodgings, 
tips  and  other  supplies  and  services  not 
directly  related  to  the  presentations 


within  the  conference  space  are  not 
allowable. 

(c)  The  conference  coordinator  of  the 
requesting  organization  will  continue  to 
be  responsible  for  individual  room 
reservations,  including  any 
cancellations. 

(d)  There  are  additional  controls  upon 
conference  space  at  Government 
expense  being  acquired  within  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Approving  the 
rental  of  conference  rooms  at  hotels  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  for  the  use  of 
agency  personnel  without  a  speciHc 
appropriation  of  funds  is  prohibited  by 
40  U.S.C.  34  (see  46  CG 135). 

§8-74.115  Asbestos. 

§8-74.115-1  General. 

This  section  applies  to  the  purchase 
and  use  of  asbestos  products  and 
equipment  or  materials  containing 
asbestos  products  in  the  Veterans 
Administration. 

§8-74.115-2  Background. 

Exposure  to  asbestos  is  associated 
with  chronic  and  debilitating  lung 
disease  and  cancer.  To  reduce  the 
health  hazard  related  to  the  exposure  to 
asbestos,  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Labor  (Occupational 
Safety  and  Health  Administration)  have 
issued  specific  regulations  on  asbestos. 
Although  these  regulations  do  not  call 
for  a  complete  ban  on  the  use  of 
asbestos  .they  do  impose  strict 
requirements  on  its  use,  airborne 
contamination  and  disposal. 

§  8-74.1 15-3  Approving  authority. 

Asbestos  products  and  equipment  or 
materials  containing  asbestos  products 
shall  not  be  specified  nor  purchased  for 
use  in  the  Veterans  Administration  if 
any  suitable  substitutes  are  available.  If 
suitable  substitutes  are  not  available, 
specific  authorization  to  purchase  and 
use  asbestos  products,  and  equipment  or 
materials  specifying  asbestos  products, 
must  be  granted  by  the  Administrator  or 
designee.  Requests  for  authorization  will 
be  submitted  through  the  Director. 
Engineering  Service  (10A4A5).  The 
following  information  will  be  provided: 

(a)  The  name  of  the  product,  source  of 
supply,  and  physical  form  of  the 
asbestos  as  used  in  the  product  or 
equipment. 

(b)  A  description  of  use,  including 
purpose,  urgency,  methodology, 
qualities,  and  by  whom. 

(c)  Safeguards  being  employed,  with 
particular  emphasis  on  the  identification 
of  the  asbestos  products,  procedures  to 
be  taken  to  prevent  airborne 
contamination,  and  disposal. 


§  8-74.1 15-4  Exempted  products 
containing  asbestos. 

VA  Central  Office,  Engineering 
Service  (10A4.A5),  is  responsible  for 
maintaining  a  list  of  products  containing 
asbestos  which  are  exempted  by  the 
Administrator  or  designee  from  this 
policy. 

(38  U.S.C.  210(c);  40  U.S.C.  486(c)) 

[HI  Doc.  81-17622  RJecl  6-12-81;  8:45  ami 

BtLUNG  CODE  •320-01-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  67 

(Docket  No.  R-3166] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Final  Rood  Elevation  Determination 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

action:  Deletion  of  final  rule  for  the 
City  of  River  Falls,  Pierce  and  St.  Croix 
Counties,  Wisconsin. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Insurance 
Administration  has  erroneously 
published  the  final  flood  elevation 
determination  for  the  City  of  River  Falls, 
Pierce  and  St.  Croix  Counties, 
Wisconsin.  This  notice  will  serve  to 
delete  that  publication.  Following  an 
engineering  analysis  and  review,  a  new 
90-day  appeal  period  based  on  revision 
of  proposed  base  flood  elevation 
determination  will  be  initiated. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  15, 1961. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell.  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  (202)  755-5585, 
Washington,  D.C.  20472. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administration  has 
determined  that  the  notice  of  final  flood 
elevation  determination  for  the  City  of 
River  Falls,  published  at  45  FR  84797,  on 
December  23, 1980,  should  be  deleted. 
After  a  technical  evaluation,  a  revised 
preliminary  will  be  issued  with  a 
subsequent  90-day  appeal  period.  Once 
the  appeal  period  has  elapsed,  the 
Administrator  will  resolve  any  appeals 
received,  and  a  new  notice  of  final  base 
flood  elevations  will  be  issued. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28. 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 


1 


31264 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  114  /  Monday,  June  15,  1981  /  Rules  and  Regulations 


Issued:  lune  1, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Kiimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
A  dministration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17598  Filed  8-12-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  671S-03-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-609;  RM-3636] 

Radio  Broadcast  Services;  FM 
Broadcast  Station  in  Hilton  Head 
Island,  S.C.;  Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  assigns  FM 
Channel  288A  to  Hilton  Head  Island, 
South  Carolina,  in  response  to  petitions 
filed  by  Santee-Cooper  Broadcasting 
Company  and  by  Leonard  Stevens.  The 
proposed  station  would  provide  a 
second  local  FM  broadcast  service  to 
Hilton  Head  Island. 
date:  Effective  August  7, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Montrose  H.  Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau, 
(202)  632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations  (Hilton  Head  Island, 
South  Carolina),  Report  and  order 
(Proceeding  Terminated). 

Adopted:  June  2, 1981. 

Released:  June  9, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules 
Division: 

1.  Before  the  Commission  is  a  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making,  45  FR  69502, 
published  October  21, 1980,  proposing 
the  assignment  of  FM  Channel  288A  to 
Hilton  Head  Island,  South  Carolina,  at 
the  request  of  Santee-Cooper 
Broadcasting  and  of  Leonard  Stevens.* 
Supporting  comments  were  filed  by 
Santee-Cooper  Broadcasting  Company 
and  by  Leonard  Stevens,  both  restating 
their  intent  to  apply  for  the  channel,  if 
assigned. 

2.  Hilton  Head  Island  (pop.  10,500),^  in 
Beaufort  County  (pop.  51,136),  is  located 
approximately  110  kilometers  (66  miles) 
southwest  of  Charleston,  and  48 


'  Leonard  Stevens'  petition  was  treated  as 
comments  in  this  proceeding. 

*  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


kilometers  (30  miles)  northeast  of 
Savannah.  It  is  served  locally  by  FM 
Station  WHHR  (Channel  292A)  and  an 
AM  station  on  1130  kHz  is  proposed  by 
three  applicants. 

3.  In  its  comments,  petitioner  restated 
the  information  contained  in  the  Notice 
which  demonstrated  the  need  for  a 
second  FM  assignment  to  Hilton  Head 
Island.  In  response  to  the  Notice  Santee- 
Cooper  Broadcasting  submitted  a 
preclusion  study.  From  the  information 
submitted  it  appears  that  preclusion 
would  occur  on  the  co-channel  only  and 
that  no  community  with  a  population 
greater  than  2,500  would  be  precluded 
by  the  proposed  assignment. 

4.  The  Commission  believes  that  it 
would  be  in  the  public  interest  to  assign 
Channel  288A  to  Hilton  Head  Island. 
The  petitioner  has  shown  that  there  is  a 
need  for  an  additional  assignment  and 
the  preclusion  impact  is  minimal.  The 
assignment  can  be  made  in  compliance 
with  the  minimum  distance  separation 
requirements. 

5.  In  view  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  authority  contained  in 
Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and 
307(b)  of  the  Commimications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  Section  0.281  of 
the  Commission's  Rules,  it  is  ordered. 
That  effective  August  7, 1981,  the  FM 
Table  of  Assignments,  Section  73.202(b) 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  is  amended, 
with  respect  to  Hilton  Head  Island, 
South  Carolina,  as  follows: 


City 

Channel 

No. 

MttAn  HaaH  lalanH  fi  C 

9AfiA  9Q9A 

6.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

7.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Montrose  H. 
Tyree,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast, 
Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17750  Filed  fr-12-81: 8:45  am) 

Biumo  CODE  6712-01-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

IBC  Docket  No.  81-31;  RM-3672] 

Radio  Broadcast  Services;  FM 
Broadcast  Stations  in  McNary  and 
Whiteriver,  Ariz.;  Changes  Made  in 
Table  of  Assignments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 


SUMMARY:  This  action  reassigns  FM 
Channel  201A  from  McNary,  Arizona,  to 
Whiteriver,  Arizona,  in  response  to  a 
petition  filed  by  the  White  Mountain 
Apache  Tribe  of  Arizona.  The 
assignment  could  provide  Whiteriver 
with  a  first  local  aural  service. 
date:  Effective  August  7, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  Amendment  of 
§  73.504(a),  Table  of  Assignments,  FM 
Broadcast  Stations  (McNary  and 
Whiteriver,  Arizona),  Report  and  Order 
(Proceeding  Terminated). 

Adopted:  June  2, 1981. 

Released:  June  8, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules 
Division: 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  46  FR  10778,  published  April  13, 
1981,  in  response  to  a  petition  filed  by 
the  White  Mountain  Apache  Tribe  of 
Arizona  ("petitioners”),  proposing  the 
reassignment  of  FM  Channel  201A  from 
McNary  to  Whiteriver,  Arizona,  as  a 
first  FM  assignment  to  that  location. 
Supporting  comments  were  filed  by  a 
petitioner  in  which  it  reaffirmed  its 
intent  to  file  for  the  channel,  if  assigned. 
No  oppositions  to  the  proposal  were 
received. 

2.  Whiteriver,  in  Apache  County,*  is 
located  in  the  eastern  portion  of  the 
State,  and  is  approximately  200 
kilometers  (125  miles)  east  of  Phoenix, 
Arizona.  Channel  201A  could  be 
assigned  to  Whiteriver  in  compliance 
with  the  minimum  distance  separation 
requirements  of  Section  73.207  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

3.  In  support  of  its  proposal,  petitioner 
submitted  information  with  respect  to 
Whiteriver  and  the  Fort  Apache  Indian 
Reservation  which  is  persuasive  as  its 
need  for  a  first  FM  channel  assignment. 

4.  We  believe  that  the  public  interest 
would  be  served  by  the  reassignment  of 
Channel  201A  from  McNary  to 
Whiteriver,  Arizona.  An  interest  has 
been  shown  for  its  use,  and  such  an 
assignment  would  provide  the  Indian 
reservation  with  the  opportunity  for  a 
first  local  broadcast  service. 


'  The  1970  U.S.  Census  lists  only  the  McNary 
Division  (pop.  810)  of  Apache  County  (pop.  32.292). 
in  which  Whiteriver  is  located.  Petitioner  indicated 
that  the  current  population  of  Whiteriver  is  8,000, 
but  it  did  not  indicate  the  source  for  this  data. 
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5.  Mexican  concurrence  in  the 
assignment  has  been  obtained. 

6.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
effective  August  7, 1981,  Section 
73.504(a)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  the 
FM  Table  of  Assignments,  is  amended 
with  regard  to  the  following 
communities: 


City 

Channel 

No. 

McNary.  Ariz . 

Whiteriver.  Ariz . 

.  210A 

7.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  herein  is  contained  in 
Sections  4(i),  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.281  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

9.  For  further  information  concerning 
the  above,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L.  Baumann, 

Chief,  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau, 

|FR  Doc.  81-17751  Filed  8-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 

47  CFR  Part  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  80-513;  RM-3580] 

Radio  Broadcast  Services;  FM 
Broadcast  Station  Oiivia,  Minn.; 
Changes  Made  in  Table  of 
Assignments 

agency:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  action  assigns  FM 
Channel  269A  to  Olivia,  Minnesota,  in 
response  to  a  petition  filed  by  Olivia 
Broadcasting  Company.  The  assignment 
could  provide  Olivia  with  a  first  local 
aural  service. 

DATE:  Effective  August  7, 1981. 
address:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mark  N.  Lipp,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202) 
632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  73.202(b),  Table  of  Assignments.  FM 
Broadcast  Stations  (Olivia,  Minnesota). 
Report  and  Order,  (Proceeding 
Terminated). 

Adopted:  June  2, 1981. 

Released:  )une  8, 1981. 


By  the  Chief,  Policy  and  Rules 
Division: 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making,  45  FR  58619,  published 
September  4, 1980,  in  response  to  a 
petition  Hied  by  Olivia  Broadcasting 
Company  (“petitioner”),  proposing  the 
assignment  of  FM  Channel  269A  to 
Olivia,  Minnesota,  as  that  community’s 
first  FM  radio  station.  Supporting 
comments  were  filed  by  petitioner  in 
which  it  reaffirmed  its  intent  to  file  for 
the  channel,  if  assigned.  No  oppositions 
to  the  proposal  were  received. 

2.  Olivia  (population  2,553),'  in 
Renville  County  (population  21,139),  is 
located  approximately  140  kilometers 
(85  miles)  west  of  Minneapolis.  Channel 
269A  could  be  assigned  to  Olivia  in 
compliance  with  the  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements. 

3.  In  support  of  its  proposal,  petitioner 
submitted  information  with  respect  to 
Olivia  which  is  persuasive  as  to  its  need 
for  a  first  FM  channel  assignment. 

4.  We  believe  the  publli.  interest 
would  be  served  by  the  assignment  of 
Channel  269A  to  Olivia,  Minnesota.  An 
interest  has  been  show  for  its  use,  and 
such  an  assignment  would  provide  the 
community  with  the  opportunity  for  a 
first  local  aural  broadcast  service. 

5.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
effective  August  7, 1981,  Section 
73.202(b)  of  the  Commission’s  Rules,  the 
FM  Table  of  Assignments,  is  amended 
with  regard  to  the  following  community: 


Channel 

No. 


OHvia.  Minn .  269A 

6.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  herein  is  contained  in 
Sections  4(i).  5(d)(1),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and 
307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  Section  0.281  of 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

8.  For  further  information  concerning 
the  above,  contact  Mark  N.  Lipp, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-7792. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Henry  L  Baumann, 

Chief  Policy  and  Rules  Division,  Broadcast 
Bureau. 

(Fit  Doc.  81-17752  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-01-M 

'  Population  figures  are  taken  from  the  1970  U.S. 
Census. 


47  CFR  Part  74 

TV  Auxiliary  Broadcast  Stations, 
Frequency  Assignment  Table;  Editorial 
Amendment 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Final  rule;  editorial  amendment. 

summary:  This  Order  corrects  an 
inadvertent  printing  error  in  the 
frequency  band  limits  of  the  seventh  of 
ten  radio  frequency  channels  used  by 
TV  broadcast  auxiliary  (microwave) 
stations.  This  Order  is  necessary 
because  broadcast  licensees  are 
submitting  license  applications  based  on 
the  rule  as  incorrectly  printed. 
dates:  Amendment  effective  June  3, 

1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Steve  Linn,  Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632- 
7698. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Order 

Adopted:  April  23, 1981. 

Released:  May  21, 1981. 

By  the  Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau: 

1.  This  Order  corrects  an  inadvertent 
error  in  the  listing  of  frequencies 
available  for  assignment  to  Broadcast 
TV  Auxiliary  Stations  as  listed  in  Rule 
Section  74.602.  Ten  assignable  channels 
are  listed  in  the  designated  “Band  A” 
allotment,  each  with  a  nominal  17  MHz 
bandwidth.  Because  of  a  tabulation 
error  in  preparation  of  the  table  listing 
of  assignable  channels  in  a  previous 
revision  of  paragraph  (a)  of  Section 
74.602  (Docket  21505:  72  FCC  2d  8),  the 
seventh  of  the  ten  channels  is 
incorrectly  shown  with  a  bandwidth  of 
357  MHz  between  2093  and  2450  MHz. 
The  correct  listing  for  this  channel 
should  be  2093-2110  MHz. 

2.  Many  applications  are  received 
from  TV  broadcast  station  licensees 
with  the  incorrect  channel  limits  shown. 
Since  the  entire  357  MHz  channel 
cannot  be  assigned,  the  application  must 
be  revised.  The  rule  correction  covered 
by  this  Order  will  save  administrative 
work  for  both  applicants  and  the 
Commission  staff.  'The  editorial  revision 
being  made  does  not  change  the 
substantive  texts,  purpose,  or 
application  of  the  amended  rule,  nor 
remove  any  provisions  relied  upon  by 
licensees  or  the  public. 

3.  We  conclude  that  adoption  of  the 
editorial  amendment  will  serve  the 
public  interest.  Prior  notice  of  rule 
making,  effective  date  provisions,  and 
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public  procedure  thereon  are 
unnecessary,  pursuant  to  the 
Administrative  Procedure  and  Judicial 
Review  Act  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
553(b)(3)(B),  inasmuch  as  these 
amendments  impose  no  additional 
burdens  and  raise  no  issue  upon  which 
comments  would  serve  any  useful 
purpose. 

4.  Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That 
pursuant  to  Sections  (4)(i),  303(r),  and 


5(d)(1)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended.  Section  74.602  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules,  Part  74,  is 
amended,  by  substituting  the  values 
“2093-2110”  for  “2093-2450”  as  the 
seventh  entry  under  the  first  column 
titled  “Band  A  MHz”  of  the  table 
following  the  introductory  text  of 
paragraph  (a).  This  amendment  is 
effective  June  3, 1981. 


5.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  Order  contact  Steve  Linn,  Broadcast 
Bureau,  (202)  632-7698. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  307, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082, 1083;  47  U.S.C.  154,  303,  307) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Richard ).  Shiben, 

Chief,  Broadcast  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17725  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am] 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
rules. 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  Part  73 

Physical  Protection  of  Intransit  Special 
Nuclear  Material  of  Moderate  Strategic 
Significance 

agency:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  its  physical  protection 
regulations  for  special  nuclear  material 
of  moderate  strategic  significance  to 
improve  licensee  safeguards  capabilities 
for  early  detection  of  attempted  theft  of 
this  material  while  it  is  in  transit.  These 
improvements  include  (1)  use  of  locked 
cargo  compartments  and  temporary 
storage  areas,  (2)  frequent  enroute 
telephone  communications,  and  (3) 
employment  of  exclusive  use  trucks  or 
signature  acknowledgement  of  all 
custody  transfers  for  road  shipments. 

The  intent  of  the  proposed  amendment 
is  to  assure  close  monitoring  of  these 
shipments  in  order  to  achieve  early 
detection  of  loss  or  theft  of  the  material. 
This  early  detection  would  in  turn  help 
the  Commission  prevent  the  loss  or  theft 
of  significant  quantities  of  special 
nuclear  material. 

OATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  15, 1981. 

Comments  received  after  August  15, 
1981  will  be  considered  if  it  is  practical 
to  do  so,  but  assurance  of  consideration 
cannot  be  given  except  as  to  comments 
received  on  or  before  that  date. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  or  suggestions 
for  consideration  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  amendments  should  be  sent  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention: 
Docketing  and  Service  Branch. 
Comments  may  also  be  delivered  to 
Room  1121, 1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.,  between  8:15  a.m.  and 
5:00  p.m.  Comments  received  will  be 


available  for  examination  and  copying 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room  at  1717  H  Street,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  C.  K.  Nulsen,  Regulatory 
Improvements  Branch,  Division  of 
Safeguards,  Office  of  Nuclear  Material 
Safety  and  Safeguards,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555  (301-427-4181). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  has  been  concerned  that 
possible  multiple  thefts  of  special 
nuclear  material  (SNM)  of  moderate 
strategic  significance  could  result  in  the 
accumulation  by  an  adversary  of  a 
formula  quantity  of  strategic  special 
nuclear  material  (SSNM).  Current 
regulations  (§  73.67(a)(2)(ii))  require  that 
“physical  protection  system(s)  shall 
provide  early  detection  of  removal  of 
special  nuclear  material  by  an  external 
adversary  *  *  *  To  prevent  multiple 
thefts  of  less  than  formula  quantities  of 
SSNM,  the  NRC  considers  it  necessary 
to  improve  licensee  capabilities  for  early 
detection  of  thefts  of  intransit  SNM  of 
moderate  strategic  significance. 

Early  detection  of  Ae  loss  or  theft  of  a 
shipment  of  SNM  of  moderate  strategic 
significance  would  provide  time  for  NRC 
to  alert  other  licensees  possessing 
similar  types  and  quantities  of  material 
at  fixed  sites  and  to  delay  any  planned 
shipments  or  begin  trace  procedures  for 
any  shipment  in  progress.  The  NRC  now 
proposes  an  amendment  that  would 
upgrade  current  levels  of  physical 
protection  for  intransit  SNM  of 
moderate  strategic  significance  and 
provide  capabilities  for  early  detection 
of  loss  or  theft  of  SNM  by  requiring  (1) 
locked  cargo  compartments  and 
temporary  storage  areas,  (2)  frequent 
enroute  telephone  communication,  and 
(3)  employment  of  either  exclusive  use 
trucks  or  signature  service  arrangements 
for  custody  transfers  during  road 
shipments.  Implementation  of  this 
amendment  would  help  to  assure  that 
significant  quantities  of  SNM  could  not 
be  lost  or  stolen  while  in  transit,  and 
provide  the  NRC  with  the  capability  of 
preventing  the  loss  of  additional 
material  to  an  adversary  before  an 
accounting  of  a  lost  shipment  has  been 
made. 

The  promulgation  of  this  amendment 
would  not  result  in  any  activity  that 
affects  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  Accordingly,  the 


Commission  has  determined  under  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  the 
Council  of  Environmental  Quality 
guidelines,  and  the  criterion  of  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(3),  that  neither  an  environmental 
impact  statement  nor  an  environmental 
impact  appraisal  to  support  a  negative 
declaration  for  the  proposed 
amendments  to  10  CFR  Part  73  are 
required. 

Paperwori(  Reduction  Statement 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  submitted  this  proposed  rule  to  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  for 
such  review  as  may  be  appropriate 
under  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act, 

Pub.  L,  96-511.  The  SF-83,  “Request  for 
Clearance,"  Supporting  Statement,  and 
other  related  documentation  submitted 
to  OMB  have  been  placed  in  the  Public 
Document  Room  at  1717  H  St..  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555,  for  inspection 
and  copying  for  a  fee. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Statement 

In  accordance  with  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980,  5  U.S.C.  605(b), 
the  Commission  hereby  certifies  that 
this  rule,  if  promulgated,  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  Proposed  rule  would  amend  10  CFR 
Part  73  to  require  certain  improvements 
in  the  capabilities  of  physical  protection 
systems  provided  by  licensees  to  protect 
against  the  theft  or  loss  of  special 
nuclear  material  of  moderate  strategic 
significance  while  this  material  is  in 
transit.  These  improvements  would 
increase  the  cost  of  shipment  of  this 
material  in  absolute  terms,  but  the  total 
costs  of  transportation  would  generally 
remain  less  than  one  percent  of  the 
value  of  the  material  shipped.  In 
addition,  the  number  of  shipments 
expected  to  be  made  annually  is  quite 
low.  estimated  to  be  about  thirty 
shipments  per  year  based  upon  past 
experience  in  the  nuclear  industry.  The 
licensees  who  could  be  affected  by 
these  amendments  include 
approximately  37  licensees  possessing 
special  nuclear  material  of  moderate 
strategic  significance,  27  of  which 
operate  nonpower  reactors.  In  addition, 
there  are  about  six  licensees  possessing 
formula  quantities  of  strategic  special 
nuclear  material  who  may  occasionally 
choose  to  ship  their  material  in  less  than 
formula  quantities.  All  of  these  licensees 
are  either  large  private  or  state 
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universities,  large  corpora ticns,  each 
employing  in  excess  of  Sf/O  persons  and 
having  annual  sales  or  revenues  in 
excess  of  $1  million,  or  State  or  Federal 
agencies.  Less  than  ten  of  these 
licensees  are  small  colleges  or 
businesses  that  fall  within  the  scope  of 
the  definition  of  "small  entities”  set 
forth  in  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  or 
the  Small  Business  Size  Standards  in 
regulations  issued  by  the  Small  Business 
Administration  at  13  CFR  Part  21. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy 
Reorganization  Act  of  1974,  as  amended, 
and  section  553  of  title  5  of  the  United 
States  Code,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
adoption  of  the  following  amendment  to 
Title  10,  Chapter  I,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  73  is  contemplated. 

PART  73— PHYSICAL  PROTECTION  OF 
PLANTS  AND  MATERIALS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  73  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  53, 161b,  161i,  IGlo,  Pub.  L 
85-703, 68  Stat.  930, 948-950,  as  amended. 

Pub.  L  85-507, 72  Stat  327,  Pub.  L  88-489, 

Stat  602,  Pub.  L  93-377,  88  Stat  475  (42 
U.S.C.  2073,  2201):  Sec.  201,  Pub.  L.  93-438,  88 
Stat  1242, 1243,  as  amended.  Pub.  L  94-79,  89 
Stat  413  (42  U.S.C.  5841).  For  the  purposes  of 
Sec.  223, 68  Stat.  958,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C 
2273,  §  73.55  is  issued  under  Sec.  16lb,  68 
Stat.  948,  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  2201(b); 

§§  73.20,  73.24,  73.25,  73.26,  73.27,  73.37,  73.40, 
73.45,  73.48, 73.50, 73.55,  and  73.67  are  issued 
under  Sec.  161i,  68  Stat.  949,  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  2201(i);  and  SS  73.20(c)(i),  73.24(b)(i). 
73.26(b)(3).  (h)(6).  (i)(6)  and  (k)(4).  73.27(a) 
and  (b),  73.40(b)  and  (d),  73.46(g)(6)  and  (h)(2), 
73.50(g)(2),  (3)(iii)(B)  and  (h),  73.55(h)(2),  and 
(4)(iii)(B),  73.70, 73.71  and  73.72  are  issued 
under  Sec.  161o,  68  Stat.  950,  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  2201(o). 

2.  Paragraph  (e)  of  §  73.67  is  amended 
by  revising  paragraphs  (e)(l](iii), 
(e](l](iv],  Oie  Hrst  paragraph  in  (e)(3], 
paragraphs  (e](3](i),  (e)(3)(vi),  and  by 
adding  new  paragraphs  (e](l)(vi]  and 
(e](3](vii]  to  read  as  follows: 

§73.67  Licensee  fixed  site  and  intransit 
requirements  for  the  physical  protection  of 
special  nuclear  material  of  moderate  and 
low  strategic  significance. 
***** 

(e)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  * 

(iii)  Transport  the  material  in  tamper- 
indicated  sealed  containers  enclosed  in 
a  locked  cargo  compartment. 

(iv)  Check  the  integrity  of  the 
containers,  locks  and  seals  prior  to 
shipment, 

*  *  *  *  *  * 

(vi)  Make  all  road  shipments  of  the 
material  only  in  locked  exclusive  use 
vehicles  or  under  arrangements  whereby 
the  material  in  transit  or  in  temporary 


storage  enroute  is  under  lock  and  all 
custody  transfers  are  acknowledged  by 
signature. 

***** 

(3)  Each  licensee,  either  shipper  or 
receiver,  who  arranges  for  the  intransit 
physical  protection  of  special  nuclear 
material  or  moderate  strategic 
significance,  or  who  takes  delivery  of 
this  material  free  on  board  (f.o.b.)  the 
point  at  which  it  is  delivered  to  a  carrier 
for  transport  shall: 

(i)  Arrange  for  a  telephone  or  radio 
communications  capability  for 
notification  of  any  delays  in  the 
scheduled  shipment,  between  the  carrier 
and  the  shipper  or  receiver  of  their 
designee. 

***** 

(vi)  Conduct  immediately  a  trace 
investigation  of  any  shipment  that  is 
reported  lost  or  unaccounted  for  after 
the  estimated  arrival  time  at  the  Bnal 
destination,  or  during  the  course  of  the 
shipment,  and  report  to  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  as  speciHed  in 
§  73.71  and  to  the  shipper  or  receiver  as 
appropriate.  The  licensee  who  made  the 
physical  protection  arrangements  shall 
also  immediately  notify  the  Director  of 
the  appropriate  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  Inspection  and 
Enforcement  Regional  Office  listed  in 
Appendix  A  to  this  part  of  the  action 
being  taken  to  trace  the  shipment. 

(vii)  Arrange  for  periodic 
commimications  between  the  transport 
vehicle  and  the  shipper,  receiver,  or 
their  designee  to  confirm  the  status  of 
the  shipment  and  to  request  appropriate 
local  law  enforcement  agency  response 
the  in  the  event  of  an  emergency. 
***** 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  10th  day  of 
June,  1981. 

For  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Samuel  J.  Chilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17735  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  81-NW-27-AD] 

Airworthiness  Directives:  McDonnell 
Douglas  Models  DC-9  and  C-9  Series 
Airplanes 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  Notice  proposes 
adoption  of  new  Airworthiness 


Directive  (AD)  which  requires  eddy 
current  or  dye-penetrant  inspection  for 
cracks  in  the  upper  fuselage  skin  in  the 
area  of  the  aft  pressure  bulkhead  tee  in 
DC-9  and  C-9  series  airplanes.  This  AD 
is  necessary  to  prevent  crack  growth 
which  could  result  in  rupture  of  the 
pressurized  vessel  and  loss  of  structural 
integrity. 

dates:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  July  31, 1981.  Compliance 
schedule  as  prescribed  in  the  body  of 
the  AD,  unless  already  accomplished. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  to:  Department  of 
Transportation,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Northwest  Region,  Los 
Angeles  Area  Aircraft  Certification 
Office,  P.O.  Box  92007,  World  Way 
Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90009;  or.  Department  of  Transportation, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Northwest  Region,  Attention:  Regional 
Counsel,  Airworthiness  Rules  Docket, 
9010  East  Marginal  Way  South,  Seattle, 
Washington  98108. 

The  applicable  service  information 
may  be  obtained  from:  McDonnell 
Douglas  Corporation,  Attention: 
Director,  Publications  and  Training,  Cl- 
750  (54-60),  3855  Lakewood  Boulevard, 
Long  Beach,  California  90846. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Harry  J.  Irwin,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Airframe  Branch,  ANW-120L,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Northwest 
Region,  Los  Angeles  Area  Aircraft 
Certification  Office,  P.O.Box  92007, 
World  Way  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
California  90009,  telephone  (213)  536- 
6356. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire,  including  comments  on 
the  economic,  environmental,  and 
energy  impact  that  might  result  because 
of  adoption  of  the  proposed  rule. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
regulatory  docket  or  notice  number  and 
be  submitted  in  duplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments  specified  above  will  be 
considered  by  the  Administrator  before 
taking  action  on  the  proposed  rule.  The 
proposals  contained  in  this  notice  may 
be  changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received.  All  comments  submitted  will 
be  available  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 
persons.  A  report  summarizing  each 
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FAA-public  contact  concerned  with  the 
substance  of  this  proposal  will  be  filed 
in  the  Rules  Docket. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Northwest 
Region,  Office  of  the  Regional  Counsel, 
Attention:  Airworthiness  Rules  Docket . 
No.  81-NW-27-AD,  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South,  Seattle,  Washington  98108. 

Discussion:  Operators  have  reported 
instances  of  cracks  in  the  upper  skin 
and  improperly  seated  attachments  on 
the  upper  skin  splice  area  at  the  fuselage 
aft  pressure  bulkhead  tees  between 
longerons  14  left  and  14  right.  An  Alert 
Service  Bulletin  issued  by  Douglas 
Aircraft  Company  in  September  1980, 
requesting  fleetwide  inspection  of  the 
areas,  resulted  in  128  aircraft  being 
inspected  and  7  found  to  have  cracks  in 
the  suspect  area  with  43,500  landings  as 
the  threshold  for  those  reported. 

Analysis  of  the  skin  panel  sections 
revealed  no  evidence  of  overload,  and  it 
was  concluded  that  the  failures  were  . 
caused  by  fatigue  due  to  flexing  of  the 
lightweight  fuselage  shell  adjacent  to  the 
relatively  rigid  tee  frame  at  the 
bulkhead.  If  not  corrected,  these 
conditions  could  progress  and  result  in  a 
possible  loss  of  pressurization  with 
attendant  structural  damage.  Inspection 
of  high  cycle  aircraft  and 
accomplishment  of  the  required  repairs 
will  ensure  structural  integrity  of  the 
pressure  vessel. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
Section  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  39.13]  by 
adding  the  following  new  Airworthiness 
Directives: 

McDonnell  Douglas:  Applies  to  all  Model 
DC-9  Series  and  C-9  Series  aircraft, 
certificated  in  all  categories,  with  30,000  or 
more  landings  accumulated  on  and  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD.  Compliance 
required  as  indicated,  unless  already 
accomplished.  To  prevent  crack  propagation 
which  could  result  in  structural  failure  of  the 
fuselage  shell,  accomplish  the  following: 

A.  Inspection  Requirements.  Inspect  the 
upper  skin  splice  area  for  cracks  at  the  tee 
cap  in  the  aft  fuselage  pressure  bulkhead 
between  longerons  14  left  and  14  right.  Use 
either  eddy  current  inspection  procedures  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  5  or  use  dye- 
penetrant  inspection  procedures  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  6,  both  listed  in 
the  accomplishment  instructions  of 
McDonnell  Douglas  Service  Sketch  No.  3145 
as  provided  in  DC-9  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
A53-147  Revision  1  dated  February  3, 1981 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  ASB  53-147).  The 
inspections  shall  be  performed  in  accordance 


with  the  compliance  schedule  shown  in  the 
following  tabulation: 


Accumulated  landings  (on  effective 
date  of  this  AO) 

Initial 

inspec¬ 

tion 

landings 

(from 

effec¬ 

tive 

date  of 
AD) 

Repet¬ 

itive 

inspec¬ 

tion 

(land¬ 

ings) 

fVI  nno  tn  M  QQQ  . 

4,000 

4,000 

40.000  to  49,999 _ _  _ 

1,200 

2,000 

400 

2,000 

Note. — ^For  airplanes  with  less  than  30,Q(X) 

landings  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
inspect  before  the  accumulation  of  34,000 
landings. 

B.  Modification  Requirements. 

1.  Condition  1.  If  no  cracks  are  found: 
Accomplish  preventive  modibcations  per 
paragraph  2A  of  Service  Bulletin  53-147, 
dated  March  31. 1981  (hereinafter' referred  to 
as  SB  53-147),  as  applicable  to  Service 
Rework  Drawing  No.  J060138,  or  continue 
repetitive  inspections  as  called  for  in 
paragraph  A  above.- 

2.  Condition  2.  If  skin  cracks  were 
previously  repaired  by  interim  repairs 
specified  in  ASB  53-147  per  Service  Rework 
Drawing  J060143: 

(a)  Remove  existing  interim  repair(s)  and 
accomplish  preventive  modibcations  per 
paragraph  2A  of  SB  53-147,  as  applicable  to 
Service  Rework  Drawing  J06013^  or 

(b)  Accomplish  permanent  repairs  per 
Table  I  or  II  of  SB  53-147,  as  applicable  to 
Service  Rework  Drawing  J060138,  and 
continue  repetitive  inspections  of  unrepaired 
areas  in  accordance  with  ASB  53-147  until 
preventive  modibcation  is  accomplished  per 
paragraph  2A  of  SB  53-147. 

3.  Condition  3.  If  skin  cracks  have  not  been 
repaired: 

(a)  Accomplish  preventive  modifications 
per  paragraph  2A  of  ASB  53-147,  as 
applicable  to  Service  Rework  Drawing 
]060138,  within  time  limits  specified  in 
paragraph  A  above,  or 

(b)  Accomplish  permanent  repair(s)  per 
Table  1  or  II  of  SB  53-147  and  continue 
repetitive  inspection  of  unrepaired  areas  in 
accordance  with  ASB  53-147  until  preventive 
modification  is  accomplished  per  SB  53-147. 

C.  For  the  purpose  of  complying  with  this 
AD,  with  approval  of  the  assigned  FAA 
Maintenance  Inspector,  the  number  of 
landings  may  be  determined  by  dividing  each 
airplane’s  total  hours  time-in-service  by  the 
operator's  model  fieet  average  time  from 
takeofi  to  landing. 

D.  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  airplanes  unpressurized  to  a  base  in 
order  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  this 
AD. 

E.  Alternative  means  of  compliance  or 
other  actions  which  provide  an  equivalent 
level  of  safety  may  be  used  when  approved 
by  the  Chief.  Los  Angeles  Area  Aircraft 
Certification  Oi^ce,  Northwest  Region. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  and 
procedures  identified  and  described  in  this 
directive  are  incorporated  herein  and  made  a 
part  hereof  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C  552(a)(1). 


All  persons  affected  by  this  directive  who 
have  not  already  receiv^  these  documents 
from  the  manufacturer  may  obtain  copies 
upon  request  to  McDonnell  Douglas 
Corporation,  3855  Lakewood  Boulevard,  Long 
Beach.  California  90848,  Attention:  Director. 
Publications  and  Training,  Cl-750  (54-60). 
These  documents  also  may  be  examined  at 
FAA  Northwest  Region.  9010  East  Marginal 
Way  South.  Seattle.  Washington  98108,  or 
15000  Aviation  Boulevard,  Hawthorne, 
California  90261. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603,  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  195^  as  amended  (49  U.S.C  1354(a), 
1421,  and  1423);  Sec.  6(c).  Department  of 
Transportation  Act  (49  U.S.C.  1655(c)):  and  14 
CFR  11.85) 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation  that 
is  not  major  under  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  12291  for  the  reasons  stated 
earlier.  It  has  been  further  determined  that 
this  proposed  regulation  is  not  significant 
under  DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11034;  February  26, 1979). 

A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory  evaluation  for 
this  action  is  contained  in  the  regulatory 
docket  A  copy  of  it  may  be  obtained  by 
contacting  the  person  identified  above  under 
the  caption  ”  FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
contact:  ”  In  addition,  it  has  been 
determined  under  the  criteria  of  the 
regulatory  Flexibility  Act  that  this  proposed 
rule,  at  promulgation,  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities. 


SUMMARY:  The  FAA  proposed  to  adopt  a 
Group  n  Terminal  Control  Area  (TCA) 
at  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  on  April  7, 1980.  This 
supplemental  notice  proposes  a  new 
configuration  based  upon  the  FAA’s 
analysis  of  comments  received  in 
response  to  the  original  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM).  This 
proposed  action  would  provide  a 
substantial  reduction  in  size  of  the 
original  proposed  TCA.  However,  the 
proposal  would  not  alter  the  Air  Traffic 
Control  (ATC)  system  capability  to 
separate  all  aircraft  in  the  proposed 
TCA  airspace  around  Phoenix  Sky 
Harbor  International  Airport  Phoenix, 


Issued  in  Seattle.  Washington,  on  June  2, 
1981. 

Charies  R.  Foster, 

Northwest  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17578  Filed  6-U-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4910-13-H 


14  CFR  Part  71 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  18605/79-AWE-18] 

Proposed  Group  li  Terminal  Control 
Area;  Phoenix,  Ariz. 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Supplemental  notice  of 
proposed  r^emaking. 
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Ariz.,  while  providing  sufficient 
flexibility  to  permit  aircraft  operating 
under  visual  flight  rules  (VFR)  to 
operate  within  or  outside  the  TCA.  The 
objective  of  this  proposal  is  to  increase 
safety  while  acconunodating  the 
legitimate  concerns  of  the  airspace  user 
and,  in  particular,  to  provide  the  highest 
degree  of  safety  for  passengers  in  public 
air  transportation. 

date:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  July  30, 1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Director,  FAA 
Western  Region,  Attention:  Chief,  Air 
Traffic  Division,  Docket  No.  18605/79- 
AWE-18,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Lawndale,  Calif.  90261. 

The  docket  for  this  action  may  be 
examined  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division,  at  the  above 
address,  or  at  the  FAA,  Office  of  the 
Chief  CounseL  Rules  Docket  (AGC-204), 
Room  916,  800  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20591. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  Morrison,  Airspace  and 
Procedures  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
(AWE-530),  Western  Region,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  15000  Aviation 
Boulevard,  Lawndale,  Calif.  90261; 
telephone:  (213)  536-6180. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  such  written  data,  views 
or  argiunents  as  they  may  desire. 
Comments  that  provide  the  factual  basis 
supporting  the  views  and  suggestions 
presented  are  particularly  helpful  in 
developing  reasoned  regulatory 
decisions  on  the  proposal.  Comments 
are  specifically  invited  on  the  over  all 
regulatory,  economic,  environmental, 
and  energy  aspects  of  the  proposal. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
airspace  docket  and  be  submitted  in 
triplicate  to  the  address  listed  above. 
Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
on  this  notice  must  submit  with  those 
comments  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Airspace  Docket  No.  18605/79-AWE- 
18.”  The  postcard  will  be  date/time 
stamped  and  returned  to  the  commenter. 
All  communications  received  before  the 
specified  closing  date  for  comments  will 
be  considered  before  taking  action  on 
the  proposed  rule.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available 
for  examination  in  the  Rules  Docket 


both  before  and  after  the  closing  date 
for  comments.  A  report  summarizing 
each  substantive  public  contact  with 
FAA  personnel  concerned  with  this 
rulemaking  will  be  filed  in  the  docket. 

Availability  of  NPRM 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  A^inistration,  Office 
of  Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public 
Information  Center,  APA-430,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  Wahington, 
D.C.  20591,  or  by  calling  (202)  426-8058. 
Commimications  must  identify  the 
docket  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  future  NPRMs  should  also 
request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circular  No. 
11-2,  which  describes  the  application 
procedures. 

History 

Following  broad  and  helpful  public 
participation,  the  FAA  developed  a 
proposed  TCA  configuration  that  was 
considered  responsive  to  the  need  to 
increase  safety  and  to  the  needs  of  both 
transient  and  local  aircraft  operators 
who  might  be  affected.  An  extensive 
publicity  effort  was  made  to  encourage 
all  interested  persons  to  participate  in 
meetings  to  discuss  the  available 
alternatives.  In  addition  to  published 
notices,  notices  were  mailed  to 
hundreds  of  persons  believed  to  have  an 
interest  in  the  proposal  posted  in 
airports,  and  disseminated  through 
press,  radio,  and  TV  coverage.  As  a 
result  of  the  meetings,  an  NPRM  was 
published  for  public  comment  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  7, 1980  (45  FR 
23457).  The  comment  period  was  later 
extended  from  July  6, 1980,  until  August 
6, 1980  (45  FR  46436). 

During  the  comment  period  the  FAA 
received  almost  400  written  comments. 

In  addition,  the  FAA  had  the  benefit  of 
considerable  dialogue  at  user  group 
meetings. 

Several  alternate  proposals  were 
submitted  in  response  to  the  notice. 
Some  of  these  proposal  evidenced  a 
great  deal  of  merit  and  they  are 
discussed  individually  under 
“Discussion  of  Comment — Alternate 
Proposals.” 

Considerable  adjustments  to  the 
initial  design  proposed  in  the  notice 
have  been  made  as  a  result  of  comments 
received.  The  design  of  the  TCA  in  this 
supplemental  notice  would  safely 
accommodate  the  present  traffic  flow  of 
all  user  groups  in  ffie  Phoenix  area.  It 
responds  specifically  to  conditions  that 
exist  at  Phoenix  and  would  contribute 
meaningfully  to  an  increase  in  safety, 
while  minimizing  the  impact  on  aircraft 
operating  outside  the  TCA. 


Discussion  of  Comments 

In  response  to  the  TCA  proposal  the 
FAA  received  almost  400  written 
comments  from  individuals,  citizen 
groups,  local,  and  Federal  governmental 
officials  and  agencies,  pilots  and  owners 
of  aircraft,  and  aviation  trade/industry 
associations.  In  addition,  the  FAA  has 
had  the  benefit  of  considerable  dialogue 
at  user  group  meetings.  The  FAA 
appreciates  the  thoughtful  and 
meaningful  contributions  and  the 
interest  expressed  by  all  of  those  who 
took  time  to  participate  in  the  several 
steps  of  this  rulemaking  proceeding. 

In  response  to  the  issues  involved  in 
the  FAA’s  proposal,  many  commenters 
made  suggestions  for  achieving  flight 
safety  in  the  Phoenix  terminal  area  that 
were  either  alternative,  or 
supplementary  to  those  proposed  in  the 
notice.  Many  of  those  suggestions  have 
some  attractiveness  but  go  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  notice  and  thus  could  not 
be  considered  at  this  time.  Those 
comments  are  imder  study  by  the  FAA’s 
Western  Region  for  consideration  in 
future  rulemaking  actions. 

A  large  majority  of  commenters 
suggested  we  lower  the  top  of  the 
proposed  TCA.  As  a  result  of  those 
comments  and  a  comprehensive  study  of 
traffic  above  7,500  feet  in  the  Phoenix 
terminal  area,  we  propose  to  lower  the 
top  of  the  TCA  from  12,500  feet  to  8,000 
feet. 

Another  line  of  comments  stated  that 
the  FAA’s  proposal  did  not  go  far 
enough  or  move  fast  enough  toward 
banning  all  small  airplanes  from 
operating  in  the  Phoenix  terminal  area. 
Other  commenters  recommended 
establishing  a  Group  I  rather  than  Group 
II  TCA.  The  divergence  of  opinion  is 
illustrated  by  the  general  positions  of 
several  of  the  aviation  trade/industry 
associations  and  other  airspace  user 
groups. 

The  Arizona  Pilots  Association  (APA) 
opposed  the  establishment  of  a  Group  II 
TCA  at  Phoenix  and  supported  its  own 
“counterproposal”  for  special  air  traffic 
rules  to  establish  “safety  corridors”  to 
and  from  Sky  Harbor  International 
Airport. 

In  addition  to  the  first  safety  corridor 
proposal,  APA  sponsored  a  workshop 
comprised  of  APA  members.  Airline 
Pilots’  Association  members. 
Professional  Air  Traffic  Controllers’ 
Organization  members  and  other  users 
in  the  Phoenix  area.  This  group 
submitted  to  the  docket  another 
counterproposal  to  the  TCA.  That 
second  proposal  warranted  a  great  deal 
of  merit  because  it  took  into 
consideration  air  carrier  routings. 
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vectoring  requirements,  lateral 
separation  requirements  and  aircraft 
capabilities. 

The  Air  Transport  Association  of 
America,  on  behalf  of  its  member  air 
carriers,  urged  immediate  action  to 
establish  a  TCA  at  Phoenix  and  strongly 
argued  that  it  should  be  a  Group  I  TCA 
rather  than  the  Group  II  TCA  proposed 
by  the  FAA. 

The  United  States  Air  Force 
recommended  formulation  of  a  joint 
FAA-Military-General  Aviation-Air 
Carrier  task  force  to  redesign  the 
proposed  I^onix  TCA  and  establish 
concurrent  Stage  n  radar  service  at  Luke 
Air  Force  Base.  Phoenix  Terminal  Radar 
Approach  Control  (TRACON)  began 
providing  Stage  II  radar  service  at  Luke 
Air  Force  Base  on  January  18, 1981. 

Most  of  the  comments  received  came 
from  pilots  and  owners  of  general 
aviation  airplanes  who  stated  their 
general  objections  to  the  TCA  concept, 
its  application  in  Phoenix  and  their 
equally  general  support  of  the  APA 
alternatives. 

The  TCA  proposal  as  presented  in  the 
docket  was  based  upon  agency 
guidelines  and  was  orginally  designed  to 
interface  with  the  controlled  visud  flight 
rules  concept.  This  proposal  was  quite 
expansive  in  that  it  included  almost 

1.500  square  miles  of  airspace. 

A  65-hour  video  tape  recording  study 
of  live,  weekday,  busy  traffic  at  Phoenix 
TRACON  was  accomplished  and 
revealed  the  following: 

1.  Less  than  one  untracked.  Mode  C 
aircraft  was  observed  above  7,500  feet 
per  hour. 

2.  Twenty  percent  of  the  transponder 
equipped  aircraft  observed  were  Mode 
C  equipped. 

3.  Seventy-five  percent  of  untracked, 
non-Mode  C  aircraft  were  observed 
entering,  departing,  or  in  what  is  known 
to  be  VFR  practice  areas  and  therefore 
at  altitudes  below  7,500  feet. 

Based  on  the  above  observations,  the 
FAA  determined  that,  on  the  average,  no 
more  than  two  or  three  untracked 
transponder  equipped  aircraft  would  be 
flying  above  7,500  feet  per  hour.  This 
was  considered  to  be  negligible  and  not 
reason  enough  to  justify  a  ceiling  of 

12.500  feet:  therefore,  the  TCA  ceiling  in 
this  action  is  proposed  to  be  lowered  to 
8,000  feet. 

By  reducing  the  ceiling,  the  area  and 
volume  of  the  TCA  is  reduced 
considerably.  The  original  proposal  to 
the  docket  encompassed  an  area  of 
1,498.9  square  miles  and  a  volume  of 
1,486.93  cubic  miles.  The  new  proposed 
Phoenix  TCA  will  contain  876  square 
miles  and  462.6  cubic  miles.  This 
constitutes  a  reduction  of  41.6  percent  in 
area  and  68.9  percent  in  volume  from  the 


original  proposal  to  the  docket  and  a 
reduction  of  24.5  percent  in  area  and 
51.6  percent  in  volume  from  the  second 
APA  proposal. 

The  new  proposed  TCA  would 
contain  all  instrument  approaches, 
provide  the  required  vectoring  area  and 
assure  turbojets  a  greater  margin  of 
safety  by  reducing  the  potential  for  a 
midair  collision  with  an  uncontrolled 
aircraft  in  the  terminal  area. 

As  in  most  proceedings  of  this  kind, 
the  public  beneficiaries  of  safety* 
regulation  do  not  have  an  organizational 
basis  to  participate  and  they  do  not 
traditionally  present  their  views  in 
significant  numbers  to  counterbalance 
the  advocacy  of  the  more 
institutionalized  commenters.  This  does 
not,  however,  reduce  the  recognition  by 
the  FAA  of  the  public  interest  in 
aviation  safety. 

The  adverse  comments  to  the  docket 
fell  into  the  following  major  categories: 

A.  Safety. 

B.  Efficiency. 

C.  Cost 

D.  Complexity. 

E.  Compression  of  VFR  traffic  under 
the  TCA. 

F.  Controller  workload. 

In  addition  to  these  major  adverse 
comments,  a  number  of  sailplane 
enthusiasts  commented  regarding  the 
proliferation  of  controlled  airspace 
resulting  in  an  encroachment  of  their 
rights  to  airspace  usage  in  the  pursuit  of 
their  sporting  activities.  Specifically, 
sailplane  pilots  commented  about  file 
ceiling  and  the  western  leg  of  the  TCA 
which  would  have  imped^  their  flights 
from  the  Estralla  Mountains  west  of 
Luke  Air  Force  Base.  By  reducing  the 
ceiling,  this  proposal  would  eliminate 
most  of  the  problems  of  the  sailplane 
group. 

A.  Safety 

The  primary  concern  in  any  proposed 
TCA  action  is  providing  the  hipest 
degree  of  safety  while  preserving  the 
most  efficient  use  of  the  available 
terminal  airspace.  The  TCA  designates 
areas  where  turbojet  aircraft  are 
required  to  operate.  TCA  airspace  is 
also  available  for  use  by  properly 
equipped  general  aviation  and  military 
aircraft  operating  under  an  ATC 
clearance.  That  controlled  airspace, 
with  its  positive  separation  of  all 
aircraft,  presents  a  reduced  hazard  of 
near  midair  collisions. 

In  the  Phoenix  terminal  area,  the 
mixing  of  different  types  of  aircraft  is 
substantial.  There  are  eight  general 
aviation  airports  within  20  nautical 
miles  (NM)  of  Sky  Harbor  International 
Airport;  Scottsdale,  Deer  Valley, 
Phoenix-Litchfield,  Falcon,  Stellar 


Airpark,  Glendale.  Memorial  and 
Chandler  Municipal.  There  are  three 
military  airports  in  the  same  area;  Luke. 
Williams  and  Papago.  In  addition,  there 
are  four  private  airports:  March.  FRAM, 
Farm  Aero,  and  Ski  High  Pioneer.  Those 
airports  generate  in  excess  of  2.75 
million  aircraft  operations  armually.  The 
proximity  of  those  airports  contribute  to 
the  collision  potential  between 
controlled  and  uncontrolled  aircraft  in 
the  Phoenix  terminal  airspace.  In  1980, 

17  near  midair  collisions  were  reported 
in  the  Phoenix  terminal  area.  In  all  but 
one  instance,  uncontrolled  VFR  general 
aviation  aircraft  were  involved.  The  mix 
of  various  types  of  aircraft  using  the 
airspace  in  and  around  Phoenix  also 
makes  it  highly  desirable  to  add  the 
assurance  fiiat  the  flight  paths  of 
turbojets  and  other  transponder 
equipped  aircraft  using  this  airport  are 
contained  within  airspace  free  of 
uncontrolled  aircraft 

Many  commenters  referred  to  the  near 
midair  collision  draft  report  originated 
by  the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration  (NASA)  as  support  for 
the  proposition  that  TCAs  do  not 
enhance  safety.  Those  commenters 
frequently  stated  that  the  NASA  report 
was  based  on  more  recent  information 
and  indicated  that  more  near  midair 
collisions  occur  within  the  confines  of  a 
TCA  than  in  other  terminal  airspace 
areas. 

The  FAA  has  reviewed  that  draft 
report  and  the  underlying  data  on  which 
it  is  based.  The  data  used  to  originate 
the  NASA  Draft  Report  was  pn^uced 
under  the  Aviation  Safety  Reporting 
System  (ASRS).  The  ASRS  is  a 
voluntary  reporting  system  and  the 
commentaries  received  are  not 
investigated  to  verify  the  specific 
information  they  contain.  Consequently, 
incomplete,  inaccurate,  and  multiple 
reports  have  been  filed  on  the  same 
incident  and  counted  as  individual 
incidents.  In  its  findings,  NASA  reminds 
the  reader  of  the  limitations  of  the 
program.  The  FAA  obtained  copies  firom 
NASA  of  all  data  base  incidents  (July  1, 
1976,  to  November  30. 1978).  Those  2,965 
nation-wide  reports  were  analyzed 
using  the  near  midair  collision  criteria 
as  defined  by  both  the  FAA  and  NASA. 
Of  those,  1,303  clearly  did  not  meet  the 
criteria  and  301  were  duplicate  reports. 

The  remaining  1,361  near  midair 
collision  reports  were  anal3rzed  in  light 
of  the  conclusions  offered  in  the  NASA 
Draft  Report.  The  NASA  Draft  Report 
presented  a  comparison  of  terminal 
airspace  at  all  locations  covered  by 
reports  (low  density  to  high  density)  and 
concluded  that  most  hazardous 
incidents  occur  in  high  density  areas. 
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That  is  a  primary  reason  why  the  FAA 
embarked  upon  the  program  to  establish 
TCAs  and  TOSAs  in  those  high  density 
areas.  Contrary  to  the  impression  of 
many  commenters,  the  NASA  Draft 
Report  did  not  address  the  effectiveness 
of  TCAs  after  they  were  established 
compared  to  the  number  of  incidents 
reported  before  they  were  created.  As 
noted  previously,  the  FAA’s  data  shows 
that  for  a  given  TCA  airspace  there 
were  fewer  hazardous  incidents  after 
extablishing  a  TCA  than  there  were 
before  it  was  established. 

B.  Efficiency 

There  were  numerous  comments  that 
the  proposed  TCA  configuration  is  an 
inefficient  use  of  airspace  and  would 
benefit  only  a  fraction  of  the  airspace 
users. 

To  design  a  safe  and  efHcient  positive 
control  environment  in  a  terminal  area, 
it  is  necessary  to  tailor  the  airspace 
configuration  to  the  specific  needs  of 
that  area.  The  various  types  of  aircraft 
that  operate  within  the  system  and  the 
basic  requirements  of  all  airports  within 
the  terminal  area  must  be  considered, 
along  with  the  constraints  imposed  by 
terrain,  weather  conditions,  and 
optimum  traffic  flows. 

The  routes  and  procedures  currently 
used  in  the  Phoenix  area  have  evolved 
through  a  carefully  planned  system  of 
navigational  aids  and  airways  dictated 
by  the  factors  mentioned,  plus  airport 
locations  and  the  needs  of  the  users.  The 
TCA  configuration  proposed  by  this 
NPRM  has  been  developed  to 
accommodate  the  present  traffic  flow 
and  procedures  in  the  Phoenix  area  as 
well  as  transient  traffic  that  utilizes 
ATC  facilities  in  the  area. 

By  reducing  the  ceiling  from  12,500 
feet  to  8,000  feet,  the  total  TCA  airspace 
area  was  reduced  by  41.6  percent  and 
the  volume  was  reduced  by  68.9  percent, 
thus,  effecting  a  more  efficient  use  of 
airspace.  The  airspace  above  8,000  feet 
in  the  Phoenix  terminal  area  would  be 
available  for  normal  VFR  operations  in 
a  “see  and  be  seen”  environment. 
Aircraft  using  the  airspace  above  8,000 
feet  VFR  would  need  to  be  alert  for 
aircraft  entering  and  leaving  the  Phoenix 
TCA. 

C.  Cost 

There  were  many  comments  received 
concerning  added  costs  that  would  be 
incurred  by  the  implementation  of  a 
TCA.  These  include  (1)  the  cost  to 
acquire  and  install  the  avionics 
equipment  necessary  to  operate  in  the 
TCA,  if  the  aircraft  is  not  already  so 
equipped,  and  (2)  the  operating  costs  to 
fly  within  the  TCA  environment  or  to 
avoid  it.  The  TCA  will  immediately 


provide  the  basis  for  service  to  all 
aircraft  that  are  properly  equipped. 

In  discussions  concerning  the 
distribution  of  costs  to  the  user,  much 
has  been  said  about  it  being  the  general 
aviation  operators  who  are  the  most 
likely  to  incur  the  greatest  cost  impact. 

To  operate  within  the  confines  of  the 
TCA,  aircraft  must  be  equipped  with  a 
transponder.  From  available  data,  it  is 
estimated  that  80  percent  of  the  aircraft 
based  in  the  Phoenix  terminal  area  are 
already  equipped  with  a  transponder. 

The  operators  of  the  remaining  aircraft 
would  have  to  incur  the  cost  of  a 
transponder  in  order  to  achieve  the 
enhanced  level  of  safety  and  ATC 
services  or  operate  outside  the  TCA 
airspace.  The  FAA  has  made  a 
concerted  effort  to  design  the  TCA  to 
accommodate  those  who  wish  to  avoid 
the  TCA  airspace  and  to  minimize  the 
potential  risks  of  operating  on  the 
periphery  of  the  TCA.  The  options  are 
clearly  posed  for  the  election  of  each 
operator  to  pursue  whichever  flight  path 
is  appropriate  to  that  operator’s 
situation. 

The  operating  costs  incurred  by  the 
transponder  equipped  operators  who 
operate  within  the  TCA  airspace,  as 
explained  in  the  Airspace  User  Cost 
Impact  Study,  will  be  minimal.  The  FAA 
estimates  that  these  costs  can  be 
computed  in  terms  of  a  one-minute 
average  ATC  procedural  delay  during 
peak  traffic  periods.  This  delay  is 
attributable,  in  part,  to  ATC  procedures 
which  include  the  time  required  to  radar 
identify  any  VFR  traffic  and  integrate 
that  traffic  into  established  IFR  traffic 
flows. 

Some  commenters  stated  that 
additional  costs  will  be  incurred  by 
aircraft  attempting  to  avoid  the  TCA. 

The  TCA  has  been  configured  to  provide 
north-south,  point  to  point  VFR  cross 
country  flying  with  a  minimal  amoimt  of 
additional  flight  time  or  fuel  being 
expended.  For  example,  aircraft  using 
the  VFR  corridor  would  in  many  cases 
use  no  more  fuel  than  at  present. 

Aircraft  choosing  to  avoid  the  TCA  by 
diverting  eastward  or  westward  under 
Areas  D  and  E  would  add  about  3  miles 
to  their  flight  path.  The  distance 
between  Scottsdale  Airport  and 
Chandler  is  22  miles  direct  and  24  miles 
by  underflying  Area  E.  The  distance 
between  Deer  Valley  Airport  and  Stellar 
Airpark  is  25  miles  direct  and  26  miles 
using  the  VFR  corridor.  The  resulting 
increase  in  fuel  consumption  is 
considered  insignificant.  In  addition,  if 
requested,  ATC  may  clear  aircraft 
without  a  transponder  through  the  TCA 
when  such  operations  can  be  handled 
without  undue  risk  to  other  operations 


in  the  TCA.  In  instances  where 
circumnavigation  of  the  TCA  becomes 
necessary,  the  areas  avoided  are 
locations  where  several  reported  near 
midair  collisions  and  hazardous 
encounters  with  uncontrolled  aircraft 
have  occurred. 

Several  commenters  stated  that  the 
implementation  of  a  TCA  would  create 
additional  costs  for  the  ATC  system 
because  it  requires  a  larger  work  force 
and  the  purchase  of  additional  ATC 
equipment  by  the  FAA.  The  controller 
work  force  levels  are  not  adjusted  for 
the  day-to-day  fluctuation  of  traffic. 
Currently,  the  daily  traffic  volume  at 
Phoenix  approach  control  varies  from 
1,700  to  2,000  operations.  FAA  estimates 
that  the  average  increase  in  number  of 
aircraft  handled  would  be  no  more  than 
5  percent  to  8  percent.  At  the  present 
time,  the  additional  traffic  would  not 
necessitate  additional  controllers  or 
ATC  equipment.  If  future  demands  on 
the  facilities  do  occur,  the  FAA  will  not 
hesitate  to  make  the  appropriate 
additions  necessary  to  alleviate  any 
problems  that  actually  develop. 

D.  Complexity 

About  half  of  the  commenters 
expressed  a  general  criticism  of  the 
proposed  TCA  because  of  its  complex 
design  and  favored  the  APA’s  initial 
corridor  design  because  of  its  relatively 
simple  configuration.  The  FAA  is 
likewise  desirous  of  simplicity  in  design; 
however,  the  APA’s  corridors  are  not 
compatible  with  the  specific  needs  of 
the  Phoenix  area  or  existing  conditions, 
including  navigational  aids  and  traffic 
flows  of  both  VFR  and  IFR  aircraft. 

The  proposed  TCA  configuration  is 
the  result  of  an  existing  complicated 
usage  of  airspace  involving  arrival  and 
departure  profiles  to  and  from  the 
numerous  airports  in  the  area  and  of  the 
need  to  provide  the  desired  level  of 
safety  without  imposing  unnecessary 
burdens  on  the  users. 

In  addition  to  the  airspace  needs  for 
aircraft  serving  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport,  interrelated  air 
traffic  requirements  and  the  different 
types  of  civil  and  military  aircraft 
operating  to  and  from  other  airports  in 
the  Phoenix  area  were  taken  into 
consideration.  The  TCA  size  and  shape 
evolved  from  a  review  of,  and 
experience  with,  the  airspace  usage 
needs.  Sufficient  area  would  be 
provided  to  allow  for  vectoring  and 
sequencing  of  aircraft  to  and  from  Sky 
Harbor  International  Airport  in  order  to 
promote  timely  movement  of  airplanes 
from  or  to  any  of  the  eight  other  local 
airports.  Airspace  is  provided  for  VFR 
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access  through  the  area  and  to 
accommodate  glider  operations. 

Many  commenters  stated  that  pilots 
who  wish  to  remain  clear  of  the  TCA 
would  have  extreme  difficulty 
navigating  and  would  be  required  to 
refer  to  a  terminal  area  chart  and  would 
become  preoccupied  and  unable  to  look 
for  traffic.  The  pilot  is  not  expected  to 
use  the  written  regulatory  airspace 
descriptions  for  navigational  purposes. 
VFR  charts  are  provided  for  VFR 
navigation  and  IFR  charts  for  IFR 
operations.  The  VFR  charts  have  a 
substantial  number  of  visual  landmarks, 
including  highly  visible  roadways, 
supplemented  with  navigation 
information  to  provide  guidance  in  and 
around  die  TCA.  A  pilot  must  be  able  to 
use  these  aeronautical  materials, 
particularly  while  flying  in  or  near  busy 
terminal  areas.  Pilots  have  been  using 
these  charts  for  years  to  successfully 
navigate  in  and  around  the  existing 
TCAs.  the  FAA  is  working  with  users  to 
develop  more  effective  VFR  charts  and 
materials  to  include  available  VFR 
routes  and  altitudes. 

E.  Compression  of  VFR  Trafflc  Under 
the  Terminal  Control  Area 

Many  commenters  felt  that  the 
proposed  configuration  would  create  an 
undue  compression  of  VFR  traffic  at 
dangerously  low  altitudes  under  the 
floors  of  the  TCA,  particularly  in  the 
vicinity  of  Luke  Air  Force  Base.  More 
than  75  percent  of  all  commenters 
complained  that  the  ceiling  of  12,500  feet 
was  too  high  and  would  cause 
considerable  compression.  They  also 
pointed  out  the  oxygen  requirements 
they  would  have  to  meet  above  10,000 
feet  and  the  additional  equipment 
requirements  above  12,500  feet,  i.e.. 

Mode  C  transponders.  They  evidenced 
concern  regarding  the  economic  burdens 
associated  with  fuel  costs  in  climbing 
above  the  TCA.  By  lowering  the  ceiling 
of  the  TCA  to  8,000  feet,  the  oxygen  and 
Mode  C  transponder  requirements  were 
eliminated  and  the  anticipated 
additional  fuel  costs  were  reduced. 

It  is  true  that  in  some  areas  aircraft 
operators  who  elect  not  to  operate 
within  the  TCA  airspace  will  be  electing 
to  conduct  their  operations  over  the 
same  area  at-lower  altitudes  than  they 
may  presently  operate.  Every  attempt, 
however,  has  been  made  to  establish  the 
floors  of  the  TCA  as  high  as  possible. 
Additionally,  by  lowering  the  ceiling 
from  12,500  feet  to  8,000  feet,  the 
compression  factor  south  and  west  of 
the  Air  Force  Base  was  materially 
reduced.  The  total  TCA  area  would  be 
reduced  by  41.6  percent  and  the  large 
majority  of  this  reduction  would  relieve 


compression  in  the  Luke  Air  Force  Base 
area. 

In  most  areas,  adequate  altitudes  are 
provided  for  continued  operations  imder 
normal  conditions  and  in  other  cases  the 
pilot  must  determine  whether,  under  the 
existing  conditions,  the  operation  can  be 
conducted  safely.  It  is  noted  that  most  of 
the  areas  affected  are  those  in  which 
there  is  presently  a  higher  risk  of 
hazardous  trafflc  conflict  than  that 
posed  by  the  effects  of  the  lower 
operating  altitudes  under  visual  flight 
conditions. 

The  elimination  of  certain  VFR  flights 
along  flyways  within  the  TCA  would 
result  in  a  reduced  collision  potential  in 
those  areas  where  those  airplanes 
operated  before  establishing  the  TCA 
because  all  airplanes  in  those  areas  will 
be  separated  by  ATC.  However,  it  can 
be  assumed  that  operations  might 
increase  in  those  areas  under  and 
around  the  periphery  of  the  TCA.  The 
magnitude  of  that  increase  would  relate 
to  the  level  of  increased  activity  in  those 
areas  and  would  depend  on  the 
elections  of  pilots  to  use  those  areas 
instead  of  the  areas  within  the  TCA 
where  the  risks  would  be  reduced. 
Conversely,  it  may  also  be  assumed  that 
operations  on  these  flyways  would  not 
increase  because  of  the  natural 
dispersal  of  trafflc  by  the  conflguration 
of  the  TCA.  In  the  absence  of  speciflc 
data  concerning  the  level  of  activity  in 
those  areas  before  establishing  the  TCA 
and  the  inability  to  anticipate  the  use  of 
particular  flyways  by  pilots  electing  to 
avoid  the  TCA,  no  speciflc  prediction  of 
the  relative  collision  risks  can  be  made. 
Compared  to  the  substantial  collision 
risk  reductions  within  the  TCA,  the 
overall  effect  of  establishing  the  TCA 
would  be  positive  for  all  airspace  users 
unless  the  risk  increases  dramatically 
outside  the  TCA.  While  no  such 
increase  is  anticipated,  or  can  be 
documented,  the  FAA  would  take  any 
action  necessary  to  ensure  that  all 
operations  are  conducted  safely. 

The  “compression”  issae  was  also 
raised  at  the  various  informal  airspace 
meetings  which  were  held  in  the 
Phoenix  area  to  obtain  public 
participation  in  the  development  of  an 
airspace  description.  In  response  to  the 
many  helpful  comments,  the  FAA  has 
incorporated  several  changes  in  the 
proposed  TCA  conflguration  and  has 
adjusted  the  airspace,  where  possible,  to 
offer  the  least  adverse  impact  to 
satellite  airports,  potential  terrain 
hazards,  and  speciflc  types  of  operation. 
This  was  accomplished  by  reducing  the 
ceiling  from  12,500  feet  to  8,000  feet, 
thus,  reducing  total  volume  by  68.9 
percent,  by  adding  a  VFR  corridor,  and 


by  raising  the  base  altitudes  in  areas 
designated  D  and  E  east  and  west  of  the 
airport  from  3,500  feet  to  4,000  feet.  By 
reducing  the  ceiling  and  raising  the  base 
or  floor  altitudes  in  many  areas,  the 
proposed  design  of  the  TCA  has  been 
greatly  simplifled.  There  would  be  only 
four  base  altitudes  and  some  areas  have 
been  redesigned  to  conform  with  easily 
identiflable  surface  streets,  e.g.,  the 
surface  area  is  bounded  by  Baseline 
Road  on  the  south, -Indian  School  Road 
on  the  north,  Pima  Road  on  the  east  and 
35th  Avenue  on  the  west.  These  changes 
would  be  beneficial  to  the  users  of  the 
airspace  and  would  also  assist  in 
relieving  any  unnecessary  effects  of 
compression  beneath  the  TCA. 

The  intent  of  the  FAA  in  proposing 
this  TCA  was  to  provide  maximum 
freedom  for  all  aircraft  consistent  with 
providing  positive  control  and 
separation  for  those  aircraft  in  the  TCA. 
The  conflguration  adopted  by  this 
amendment  would  substantially  achieve 
that  goal. 

F.  Controller  Woridoad 

A  signiflcant  number  of  commenters 
felt  that  because  of  the  increased  control 
of  VFR  trafflc,  the  TCA  woiild  impose 
an  additional  controller  workload  to  the 
detriment  of  safety  and  the  level  of  ATC 
services. 

While  it  is  anticipated  that  there  will 
be  a  slight  increase  in  the  number  of 
aircraft  under  ATC  control  in  the 
Phoenix  area,  this  increase  has  been 
estimated  by  the  Phoenix  approach 
control  facility  to  be  between  5  percent 
and  8  percent.  This  potential  increase, 
however,  would  be  a  necessary 
consequence  of  selecting  the  most 
effective  overall  airspace  designation 
for  safety  and  efficiency  in  the  terminal 
area. 

Notwithstanding,  the  possible 
increase  in  the  number  ^  aircraft  under 
positive  control  in  the  Phoenix  terminal 
area,  the  workload  of  the  controllers 
servicing  this  area  might  actually 
decrease  rather  than  increase.  There  is 
presently  a  mix  of  controlled  and 
uncontrolled  traffic  in  the  Phoenix  area. 
The  TCA  would  place  all  traffic  under 
ATC.  This  would  result  in  VFR  traffic 
operating  at  assigned  altitudes  and  on 
assigned  headings.  The  controllers 
would  know  the  intent  of  all  aircraft 
within  the  TCA,  which  would  obviate 
much  of  the  need  for  trafflc  advisories 
presently  issued  in  the  TRSA 
environment. 

The  Phoenix  TCA  is  being  proposed  to 
provide  airspace  in  which  air  traffic 
controllers  can  better  separate  all 
aircraft  operating  within  this  congested 
terminal  airspace.  The  primary 
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consideration  in  its  adoption  would  be 
safety.  The  overriding  safety  advantages 
would  more  than  outweigh  the  nominal 
manpower  factors  involved.  If  controller 
workload  does  increase  beyond  FAA 
expectations,  the  FAA  would  commit 
additional  resources  to  ensure  that 
desired  safety  objectives  are  reached. 

G.  Alternative  Proposals 

1.  APA ’s  First  Proposal.  The  APA’s 
“safety  corridors"  proposal  has  the 
virtue  of  simplicity  in  design,  but,  unlike 
the  FAA’s  modified  corridor  concept, 
does  not  permit  the  flexibility  necessary 
for  efficient  application  of  ATC  services 
and,  thus,  results  in  hidden  complexity 
in  ensuring  safety  and  providing  ATC 
services.  The  coi^guration 
recommended  by  APA  does  not  provide 
adequate  airspace  and  procedural 
flexibility  to  allow  vectoring  and  routing 
of  all  traffic  to  efficiently  accommodate 
these  flows  while  containing  traffic 
within  corridor  airspace.  Because  the 
FAA  recognizes  the  interest  and  work 
that  went  into  the  APA  proposal,  it  is 
useful  to  explain  the  difficulties 
implementation  of  that  proposal  would 
invoke. 

a.  Adoption  of  APA’s  corridors  would 
require  redesigning  virtually  all  present 
arrival/departure  routes  that  are  in  use 
in  the  Phoeniz  area.  Those  routes  are 
part  of  a  carefully  planned,  evolving 
system.  Any  changes  to  the  system 
would  cause  far-reaching  impacts. 

b.  The  APA’s  corridors  would  create 
unacceptable  delays  for  virtually  all 
users  because  turbojets  would  not  be 
able  to  maneuver  for  spacing  and 
remain  within  the  corridors.  There  is 
insufficient  airspace  for  vectoring  in 
those  proposed  corridors  to  achieve 
spacing  and  metering  of  inbound  or 
outbound  traffic.  The  approach 
controller  at  Phoenix  could  not 
accomplish  the  spacing  function  in  that 
limited  amount  of  airspace  allowed  by 
the  corridor.  Thus,  holding  at  an  outer 
fix  frequently  would  be  necessary. 

2.  APA/AOPA’s  Second  Proposal,  the 
second  proposal  merited  a  great  deal  of 
attention  in  that  it  considered  turbojet 
routings,  vectoring  requirements,  lateral 
sepatation  requirements  and  aircraft 
capabilities.  Phoenix  'TRACON  staff 
used  this  recommendation  extensively 
to  develop  the  final  product.  The  size  of 
the  APA  proposal  was  reduced  in  the 
new  proposed  TCA  by  24.5  percent  in 
area  and  51.6  percent  in  volume.  'That 
APA  proposal  was  predicated  on  the 
movement  of  Williams  Air  Force  Base 
Military  Operations  Area  (MOA)  4  north 
of  Phoenix  clockwise  to  about  Williams 
Air  Force  Base  MOA  3  east  of  Phoenix. 
An  airspace  action  of  that  kind  would 
require  at  least  a  year  or  more  of 


coordination  between  the  United  States 
Air  Force  and  Albuquerque  Air  Route 
Traffic  Control  Center  (ARTCC)  before 
action  could  be  initiated.  In  light  of  the 
existing  air  traffic  situation  in  Phoenix, 
it  would  not  be  appropriate  to  delay  or 
withhold  taking  immediate,  available 
action  that  has  been  subjected  to 
thorough  review  and  public 
participation. 

3.  City  of  Phoenix  Proposal.  The 
Mayor  of  Phoenix  and  the  Phoenix  City 
Council  submitted  comments  and 
alternative  proposals  resulting  from  a 
public  hearing  before  both  the  Phoenix 
City  Council  and  Municipal  Aeronautics 
Board.  The  proposal  has  certain 
favorable  aspects  such  as  reduced 
amounts  of  airspace  being  dedicated  to 
the  TCA,  accommodations  for  VFR 
fly  ways  without  the  need  for  ATC 
clearances,  and  simplicity.  The 
following  summarizes  the  major  points 
of  that  proposal  and  provides  responses 
to  those  proposals: 

a.  Proposed  that  a  modified  TCA  be 
adopted  for  Sky  Harbor  International 
Airport  that  reduces  the  scope  of  the 
TCA  and  leaves  more  airspace  available 
for  general  aviation  pilots  who  do  not 
want  to  utilize  the  services  or  operate 
from  Sky  Harbor  International  Airport. 
The  overall  TCA  height  should  be 
limited  to  10,000  feet  rather  than  12,500 
feed  in  the  FAA  proposal. 

A  modified  proposed  TCA  has  been 
developed  reducing  the  scope  of  the 
TCA  to  provide  more  airspace  for  pilots 
who  do  not  wish  to  participate  in  the 
TCA.  The  ceiling  of  the  TCA  has  been 
lowered  to  8,000  feet  in  response  to  the 
City  Council’s  recommendations  and 
those  of  other  user  groups. 

b.  Proposed  that  the  size  of  the  VFR 
corridor  over  Sky  Harbor  International 
Airport  be  increased  in  width  and  depth. 

Increasing  the  size  of  the  VFR  corridor 
would  be  unduly  restrictive  to  turbojet 
aircraft  utilizing  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport  with  little  increase 
in  safety.  An  air-to-air  frequency  would 
be  established  for  the  corridor  so  that 
pilots  transiting  the  corridor  may 
communicate  with  each  other.  The 
vertical  dimension  is  essentially  the 
same  as  the  majority  of  established  VFR 
corridors.  In  addition,  we  have  two 
natural  corridors  east  and  west  of  the 
airport  that  would  be  enhanced  by 
raising  the  floor  of  the  TCA  in  those 
areas. 

c.  Proposed  that  the  base  altitudes  at 
which  each  layer  of  airspace  begins  be 
increased  providing  a  larger  area 
beneath  the  TCA  for  general  aviation 
aircraft  to  operate  without  being  in  the 
TCA. 

Whenever  practical,  the  base  altitude 
of  the  new  TCA  proposal  would  be 


increased  to  provide  for  natural  fly  ways 
for  VFR  aircraft. 

d.  Proposed  that  allowance  be  made 
for  special  interest  groups  such  as  sport 
planes  and  gliders. 

The  lateral  boundaries  of  the  new 
proposed  TCA  would  be  modified  to 
exclude  the  areas  normally  used  by 
these  special  interest  groups. 

e.  Proposed  that  the  FAA  enter  into  an 
operational  agreement  with  the  City  of 
Phoenix  Police  Department  for  the  city’s 
fixed  wing  surveillance  aircraft  and 
helicopter  operations. 

The  FAA  has  assured  the  Phoenix 
Police  Deparment  that  in  almost  all 
cases  their  operations  would  be 
uninhibited. 

f.  Proposed  that  the  FAA  place  a  high 
priority  on  additional  instrument  landing 
systems  and  navigational  aids  in  the 
metropolitan  community. 

The  FAA  has  initiated  for  the 
establishment  of  an  ILS  system  at  Casa 
Grande  and  the  establishment  of  a  radio 
beacon  in  the  Scottsdale  area  for 
general  aviation  pilots. 

g.  Proposed  that,  where  possible,  the 
low  altitude  boundary  lines  be  defined 
by  easily  identifiable  visual  landmarks 
for  general  aviation  pilot  references.  The 
high  altitude  air  carrier  arrival  and 
departure  routes  should  be  defined  by 
radial  or  navigational  references. 

The  proposed  redesigned  TCA  has 
boundary  lines  defined  both  by  radial 
navigational  references  and  easily 
identifiable  visual  landmarks. 

4.  A  Group  /  TCA  should  be  installed 
instead  of  a  Group  II  TCA  as  proposed. 
Numerous  commenters  recommended 
establishing  a  Group  I  TCA  rather  than 
the  Group  11  TCA  proposed  in  Airspace 
Docket  18605/79-AWE-18,  because  it 
would  provide  an  additional  degree  of 
control  over  aircraft  operating  in  the 
TCA  airspace. 

The  basic  differences  between  Group 
I  and  Group  II  TCAs  are  that  in  a  Group 
I  TCA  an  altitude  encoding  transponder 
and  a  private  pilot  rating  or  better  are 
required.  Those  are  in  addition  to  the 
basic  requirements  for  operating  in  a 
Group  II  TCA  where  a  two-way  radio, 
VOR  or  TACAN  and  radar  beacon 
transponder  are  required.  Most 
commenters  who  recommended 
establishing  a  Group  1  TCA  in  Phoneix 
focused  on  the  need  for  the  altitude 
encoder  to  provide  an  additional 
measure  of  safety. 

Consideration  of  a  requirement  for  an 
altitude  encoder  necessarily  includes 
considering  the  particular  circumstances 
presented  in  the  terminal  area  that 
indicate  that  the  flight  information 
provided  by  an  encoder  would 
significantly  enhance  ATC's  ability  to 
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control  aircraft  safely  and  efficiently.  It 
should  be  noted,  however,  that  the  level 
of  ATC  services  provided  in  a  Group  II 
TCA  is  not  different  than  in  a  Group  I 
TCA  where  an  encoder  is  required. 

Whether  carriage  of  an  altitude 
encoder  should  be  required  in  Group  II 
TCA’s  generally,  or  redesignation  of  any 
particular  Group  II  as  a  Group  I  TCA  are 
issues  whose  importance  transcends 
this  rulemaking  proceeding.  An 
examination  of  them  will  be  made  under 
separate  review.  The  FAA  would 
monitor  the  effectiveness  of  the  Group  II 
TCA  in  Phoenix  and  consider  making 
whatever  changes  are  necessary  to 
provide  improvement,  including 
implementing  a  Group  I  TCA  or 
requiring  an  altitude  encoder  if 
operational  experience  proves  it  is 
warranted. 

Economic  Impacts 

The  FAA  has  fhoroughly  assessed  the 
costs  of  establishing  the  Phoenix  TCA. 

A  comprehensive  economic  assessment, 
covering  the  entire  program  as  described 
in  the  Plan  for  Enhanced  Safety  was 
made  available  to  attendees  at  informal 
airspace  meetings  held  in  Phoenix  and 
was  placed  in  the  Regional  and 
Washington  dockets  for  public 
comment.  The  assessment  includes 
systemwide  assumptions  concerning  the 
impact  of  all  44  originally  proposed  new 
TCAs,  including  the  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  TCA 
proposal.  Since  16  of  the  original  sites 
are  no  longer  under  current 
consideration,  the  cost  impact 
systemwide  is  even  less  but  the 
underlying  assumptions  are  still  applied 
to  the  remaining  candidate  sites.  In 
addition,  to  determine  whether  these 
general  assumptions  are  valid  for  the 
particular  TCA  airspace  description 
proposed  for  Phoenix,  Arix.,  the  FAA 
Western  Regional  Office  prepared  a 
detailed  draft  addition  to  the  broad 
national  study.  This  regional  economic 
assessment  was  appended  to  the 
national  assessment  and  was  also  in  the 
Regional  and  Washington  dockets.  Since 
the  TCA  configuration  dimensions 
proposed  in  this  NPRM  have  been 
reduced  both  vertically  and  laterally 
from  that  initially  proposed,  the  user 
cost  impact  assessment  contained  in  the 
docket  would  not  be  significantly 
affected. 

Environmental  Assessments 

In  a  manner  similar  to  that  described 
above  for  the  national  and  local 
economic  assessment,  an  environmental 
assessment  was  prepared,  which 
addresses  the  overall  national 
environmental  effect  of  the  44  proposed 
TCAs.  This  assessment  addresses  the 
aircraft  noise,  aircraft  emissions,  and 


fuel  consumption  impacts  of  the  program 
as  a  whole,  and  concludes  that  these 
impacts  would  not  significantly  affect 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment. 
This  national  assessment  is  in  the 
Regional  and  Washington  dockets.  In 
addition,  like  the  economic  study,  this 
programwide  assessment  has  been 
supplemented  with  an  environmental 
assessment  prepared  by  the  Regional 
0'’fice,  responding  to  the  site-specific 
impacts  of  the  Phoenix.  Ariz.,  TCA 
proposal.  Since  the  TCA  proposal  has 
been  reduced  in  size  both  vertically  and 
laterally,  aircraft  emissions,  aircraft 
noise  and  fuel  consumption  impacts 
would  not  significantly  change. 
Accordingly,  the  environmental  effect  of 
the  revised  conbguration  proposed 
herein  would  not  significantly  affect  the 
human  environment. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend 
§  71.401(b)  of  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part  71)  as 
republished  (46  FR  768)  by  adding  a  new 
Group  II  TCA  to  read  as  follows: 

Subpart  K— Terminal  Control  Areas 

§71.401  Designation 

***** 

(b)  Group  n,  TCAs: 
***** 

Phoenix,  Ariz.,  TCA. 

Primary  Airport 

Phoenix  Sky  Harbor  International  Airport 
(Lat.  33°26'10''N.,  Long.  112”00'31’'W.) 

Boundaries 

Based  on  arcs  of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna 
(Lat.  33“25’41.8  "N.,  Long.  111°59'54.6"W.)  and 
radials  of  the  Phoenix  VORTAC  (PHX), 
Chandler  VORTAC  (CHD)  and  Casa  Grande 
VORTAC  (CZG). 

VFR  Corridor 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  4,100 
feet  MSL  to  and  including  5,500  feet  MSL,  3.0 
NM  wide  centered  on  a  line  drawn 
perpendicular  to  the  PHX  270°T(256°M) 
radial,  6.1  NM  west  of  the  PHX  VORTAC, 
and  bounded  on  the  north  by  a  line  3.8  NM 
north  of  and  parallel  to  the  PHX  270'’T(256°M) 
radial,  and  on  the  south  by  a  line  3.2  NM 
south  of  and  parallel  to  the  PHX 
270°T(356'’M)  radial. 

Area  A.  That  airspace  extending  from  the 
surface  upward  to  and  including  8,000  feet 
MSL  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  a  point 
12.6  NM  west  of  the  PHX  VORTAC  and  3.2 
NM  south  of  the  PHX  270°T(256°M)  radial; 
thence  northbound  perpendicular  to  the  PHX 
270°T(256°M]  radial  to  a  point  3.8  NM  north 
of  the  PHX  270'’T(256°M)  radial;  thence 
eastbound  parallel  to  the  PHX  270°T(256°M) 
radial  to  a  point  0.3  NM  west  of  the  PHX 
360°T(346°M)  radial;  thence  southbound 
perpendicular  to  the  PHX  270°T(256°M)  radial 


to  a  point  3.2  NM  south  of  the  PHX 
270°T(256°M)  radial;  and  thence  westbound 
to  the  point  of  origin;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  VFR  corridor. 

Area  B.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  2,600  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8,000 
feet  MSL,  west  of  the  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport,  bounded  on  the  west 
by  the  10  NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR 
antenna;  on  the  north  by  a  line  3.8  NM  north 
of  and  parallel  to  the  PHX  270°T(256°M) 
radial;  on  the  south  by  a  line  3.2  NM  south  of 
and  parallel  to  the  PHX  270°T(256°M)  radial; 
and  on  the  east  by  a  line  drawn 
perpendicular  to  the  PHX  270°T{256°M) 
radial,  12.6  NM  west  of  the  PHX  VORTAC. 

Area  C.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  2,600  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8,000 
feet  MSL,  east  of  the  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport  bounded  on  the  east  by 
the  10  NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna; 
on  the  north  by  a  line  3.8  NM  north  of  and 
parallel  to  the  PHX  090°T(076°M)  radial;  on 
the  south  by  a  line  3.2  NM  south  of.  and 
parallel  to,  the  PHX  090°T(076°M)  radial;  and 
on  the  west  by  a  line  drawn  perpendicular  to 
the  PHX  270°T(256°M)  radial,  0.3  NM  west  of 
the  PHX  VORTAC. 

Area  D.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  4,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8.000 
feet  MSL,  west  of  the  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport,  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  9  NM  north  of  the  PHX 
270‘T(256°M)  radial  on  the  15  NM  arc  of  the 
Phoenix  ASR  antenna;  thence  east  parallel  to 
the  PHX  270T(256°M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
CZG  350°T(336°M)  radial;  thence  along  the 
CZG  350T(336°M)  radial  to  a  point  3.8  NM 
north  of  the  PHX  270*T(256°M)  radiaf  and  7.6 
NM  west  of  the  PHX  VORTAC;  thence 
westbound  parallel  to  the  PHX  270T(256°M) 
radial  to  intercept  the  10  NM  arc  oFflie 
Phoenix  ASR  antenna;  thence 
counterclockwise  along  the  10  NM  arc  to  a 
point  3.2  NM  south  of  the  PHX  270T(256'’M) 
radial;  thence  east  parallel  to  the  PHX 
270°T(256°M)  radial  to  a  point  7.6  NM  west  of 
the  PHX  VORTAC;  thence  southwest  direct 
to  the  CHD  270°T(256"M)  radial  21.2  NM  DME 
fix;  thence  west  along  the  CHD  270°T(256°M) 
radial  to  the  15  NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR 
antenna;  thence  clockwise  along  the  15  NM 
arc  to  the  point  of  origin. 

Area  E.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  4,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8,000 
feet  MSL,  east  of  the  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport,  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  4.6  NM  west  of  the  PHX 
VORTAC  and  3.8  NM  north  of  the  PHX 
270°T(256°M)  radial;  thence  direct  to  a  point 
10  NM  from  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna  on  the 
020°T(006°M]  bearing;  thence  east,  parallel  to 
the  PHX  090°T(076°M]  radial,  to  intercept  the 
15  NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna; 
thence  clockwise  to  intercept  the  PHX  , 
074°T(060°M)  radial;  thence  west  along  the 
PHX  074°T(060°M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
CZG  012°T(358°M)  radial;  thence  south  along 
the  CZG  012°T(358°M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
CHD  270°T(256°M)  radial;  thence  west  along 
the  CHD  270°T(256°M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
CZG  353°T(339°M]  radial;  thence  north  along 
the  CZG  353°T{339°M)  radial  to  a  point  4.6 
NM  west  of  the  PHX  VORTAC  and  3.2  NM 
south  of  the  PHX  270°T(256°M]  radial;  thence 
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eastbound  parallel  to  the  PHX  270°T(256''M) 
radial  to  intercept  the  10  NM  arc  of  the 
Phoenix  ASR  antenna;  thence 
counterclockwise  along  the  10  NM  arc  to  a 
point  3.8  NM  north  of  the  PHX  090'’T{076°M) 
radial;  thence  west  to  the  point  of  origin. 

Area  F.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  5,600  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8,000 
feet  MSL,  north  of  the  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport,  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  4.6  NM  west  of  the  PHX 
VORTAC  and  3.8  NM  north  of  the  PHX 
270°T(256°M)  radial;  thence  direct  to  a  point 
10  NM  from  Phoenix  ASR  antenna  on  the 
020‘T(006°M)  bearing;  thence  east  parallel  to 
the  PHX  090°T(076°M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
15  NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna; 
thence  counterclockwise  along  the  15  NM  arc 
to  a  point  9  NM  north  of  the  PHX 
270"T{256°M)  radial;  thence  east  parallel  to 
the  PHX  270°T(256°M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
CZG  350°T(336°M]  radial;  thence  southbound 
along  the  CZG  350°T(336°M)  radial  to  a  point 
3.8  NM  north  of  the  PHX  270°T(256'M)  radial 
and  7.6  NM  west  of  the  PHX  VORTAC; 
thence  east  to  the  point  of  origin. 

Area  G.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  5.600  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8,000 
feet  MSL,  south  of  the  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport,  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  3.2  NM  south  of  the  PHX 
270°T(256°M]  radial  and  7.6  NM  west  of  the 
PHX  VORTAC;  thence  east  parallel  to  the 
PHX  270'’T(256°M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
CZG  353T(339°M)  radial;  thence  south  along 
the  CZG  353°T(339'’M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
CHO  270°T(256°M)  radial;  thence  east  along 
the  CHD  270°T(256°M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
CZG  012°T(358°M)  radial;  thence  south  along 
CZG  012°T(358°Mj  radial  to  intercept  the  15 
NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna;  thence 
clockwise  along  the  15  NM  arc  to  intercept 
the  CZG  329°T(315°M)  radial;  thence  north 
along  the  CZG  329°T(315°M)  radial  to 
intercept  the  CHD  270°T(256°M)  radial; 
thence  east  along  the  CHD  270°T(256°M) 
radial  to  the  CHD  21.2  NM  DME  fix;  thence 
north  to  the  point  of  origin. 

Area  H.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  7,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8,000 
feet  MSL,  north  of  the  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport,  bounded  by  a  line 


beginning  at  a  point  where  the  CZG 
342°T(328°M)  radial  intersects  the  15  NM  arc 
of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna;  thence 
clockwise  along  the  15  NM  arc  to  intercept 
the  PHX  004°T(350°M)  radial;  thence  north 
along  the  PHX  004°T(350°M)  radial  to 
intercept  the  20  NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR 
antenna;  thence  counterclockwise  along  the 
20  NM  arc  to  intercept  the  CZG  342°T(328°M) 
radial;  thence  south  along  the  CZG 
342°T(328°M)  radial  to  the  point  of  origin. 

Area  I.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  5,600  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8,000 
feet  MSL,  northeast  of  the  Phoenix  Sky 
Harbor  International  Airport,  bounded  by  a 
line  beginning  at  a  point  where  the  PHX 
039°T(025°M)  radial  intersects  the  15  NM  arc 
of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antennas;  thence 
clockwise  along  the  15  NM  arc  to  intercept 
the  PHX  074°T(060°M)  radial;  thence  along 
the  PHX  074“T(060°M)  radial  to  Intercept  the 
20,NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna; 
thence  counterclockwise  along  the  20  NM  arc 
to  intercept  the  PHX  039°T(025°M)  radial; 
thence  southwest  along  the  PHX 
039°T(025°M)  radial  to  the  point  of  origin. 

Area  /.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  7,000  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8,000 
feet  MSL  south  of  the  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport,  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  where  the  PHX 
164°T(150°M)  radial  intersects  the  15  NM  arc 
of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna;  thence 
clockwise  along  the  15  NM  arc  to  intercept 
the  CZG  329°T(315°M]  radial;  thence  along 
the  CZG  329°T(315°M)  radial  to  intercept  the 
20  NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna; 
thence  counterclockwise  along  the  20  NM  arc 
to  intercept  the  PHX  164°T(150°M)  radial; 
thence  north  along  the  PHX  164°T(150°M) 
radial  to  the  point  of  origin. 

Area  K.  That  airspace  extending  upward 
from  5.600  feet  MSL  to  and  including  8,000 
feet  MSL,  west  of  the  Phoenix  Sky  Harbor 
International  Airport,  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  a  point  where  the  PHX 
259°T(245°M)  radial  intersects  the  15  NM  arc 
of  the  Phoenix  ASR  antenna;  thence 
clockwise  along  the  15  NM  arc  to  intercept 
the  PHX  277°T(263°M)  radial;  thence  west 
along  the  PHX  277‘‘T(263°M)  radial  to 
intercept  the  20  NM  arc  of  the  Phoenix  ASR 


antenna;  thence  counterclockwrse  along  the 
20  NM  arc  to  intercept  the  PHX  -.59°T(245°M) 
radial;  thence  east  along  the  PHX 
259°T(245°M)  radial  to  the  point  of  origin, 
(Secs.  307(aj,  and  313(a].  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a)  and  1354(a)); 
Sec.  6(c),  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  1655(c));  and  14  CFR  11.65) 

It  has  been  determined  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
that  this  proposed  rule,  at  promulgation, 
will  not  have  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

This  proposed  rule  affects  only  air 
navigation  and  air  traffic  control  in  a 
limited  airspace.  Any  effect  on  small 
aviation  businesses  in  the  Phoenix  area 
should  be  minimal. 

Note. — ^The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
document  involves  a  proposed  regulation 
which  is  not  a  major  rule  under  Executive 
Order  12291,  nor  a  significant  rule  pursuant  to 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures  (44  PR 11034; 
February  26, 1979).  Under  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  12291,  its  implementation 
w'ould  not  have  a  major  economic  effect  on 
consumers,  industries.  Federal,  state,  and 
local  governmental  agencies,  or  geographic 
regions.  There  would  be  no  significant  effects 
on  competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovations,  or  on  the  ability  of 
United  States-based  enterprises  to  compete 
with  foreign-based  enterprises  in  domestic  or 
import  markets.  The  total  projected  costs  of 
this  rule  may  be  found  in  a  copy  of  the  draft 
regulatory  evaluation  contained  in  the  public 
docket.  A  copy  of  that  evaluation  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  person  identified 
above  under  the  caption  “FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACr.  .  . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  May  19, 
1981. 

R. ).  Van  Vuren, 

Director,  Air  Traffic  Service. 

BILLING  CODE  4910-13-M 
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14  CFR  Part  75 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  81-ASW-22] 
Proposed  Alteration  of  Jet  Routes 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-16196,  appearing  at 
page  29281,  in  the  issue  of  Monday,  June 
1, 1981,  make  the  following  correction: 

On  page  29282,  first  column,  the 
second  paragraph  “  DATES:  ”  should 
have  read: 

“  DATES:  Comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  July  1, 1981.’’. 

BILLING  CODE  1505-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
26  CFR  Part  31 
[LR-8-81] 

Voluntary  Withholding  From  Sick  Pay; 
Public  Hearing  on  Proposed 
Regulations 

AGENCY:  Internal  Revenue  Service. 
Treasury. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  public  hearing  on 
proposed  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  provides 
notice  of  a  public  hearing  on  proposed 
regulations  relating  to  voluntary 
withholding  from  sick  pay. 

DATES:  The  public  hearing  will  be  held 
on  August  11, 1981,  beginning  at  10:00 
a.m.  Outlines  of  oral  comments  must  be 
delivered  or  mailed  by  July  28, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  The  public  hearing  will  be 
held  in  the  I.R.S.  Auditorium,  Seventh 
Floor,  7400  Corridor,  Internal  Revenue 
Building,  1111  Constitution  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  The  outlines  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue,  Attn:  CC:LR:T  (LR-8- 
81),  Washington,  D.C,  20224. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles  Hayden  of  the  Legislation  and 
Regulations  Division,  Office  of  Chief 
Counsel,  Internal  Revenue  Service,  1111 
Constitution  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20224,  202-566-3935,  not  a  toll-free 
call. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

subject  of  the  public  hearing  is  proposed 
regulations  under  section  3402(o)  and 
6051(f)  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of 
1954.  The  proposed  regulations 
appeared  in  the  Federal  Register  for 
Friday,  May  1, 1981  (46  FR  24595). 

The  rules  of  §  601.601(a)(3)  of  the 
‘‘Statement  of  ^ocedural  Rules”  (26 
CFR  Part  601)  shall  apply  with  respect  to 


the  public  hearing.  Persons  who  have 
submitted  written  comments  within  the 
time  prescribed  in  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  and  also  desire  to 
present  oral  comments  at  the  hearing  on 
the  proposed  regulations  should  submit 
an  outline  of  the  comments  to  be 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  time 
they  wish  to  devote  to  each  subject  by 
July  28, 1981.  Each  speaker  will  be 
limited  to  10  minutes  for  an  oral 
presentation  exclusive  of  time  consumed 
by  questions  from  the  panel  for  the 
government  and  answers  to  these 
questions. 

Because  of  controlled  access 
restrictions,  attendees  cannot  be 
admitted  beyond  the  lobby  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Building  until  9:45  a.m. 

An  agenda  showing  the  scheduling  of 
the  speakers  will  be  made  after  outlines 
are  received  from  the  speakers.  Copies 
of  the  agenda  will  be  available  free  of 
charge  at  the  hearing. 

This  document  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  significant  regulations  set 
forth  in  paragraph  8  of  the  Treasury 
Directive  for  improving  government 
regulations  appearing  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  Wednesday,  November  8, 
1978. 

By  direction  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue. 

David  E.  Dickinson, 

Director,  Legislation  and  Regulatians 
Division. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17695  Filed  ^12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4830-01-M 


j  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
33  CFR  Part  110 
[CGD1-80-9-RI 

Establishment  of  a  Special  Anchorage 
Area  in  Boston  Inner  Harbor,  Boston, 
Mass. 

agency:  Coast  Guard,  Department  of 

Transportation. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Coast  Guard  is  proposing 
to  establish  a  Special  Anchorage  Area 
near  the  entrance  to  Fort  Point  Channel 
in  Boston  Harbor,  Boston, 

Massachusetts  at  the  request  of  the  City 
of  Boston. 

This  proposal  is  necessary  due  to  the 
increased  number  of  pleasure  craft 
utilizing  Boston  Harbor.  Adoption  of  this 
proposal  will  provide  adequate 
anchorage  space  for  small  craft  in  the 
area  and  would  relieve  them  of  the 
requirement  to  carry  and  display  anchor 


lights  while  utilizing  the  Special 
Anchorage. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
submitted  on  or  before  24  July  1981.  A 
Public  Hearing  will  be  held  at  0930  on  9 
July  1981.  Upon  written  request,  the 
Public  Hearing  will  be  reconvened  at 
1900  on  9  July  1981. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  submitted  to  and  are  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Captain 
of  the  Port  of  Boston,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Marine  Safety  Office,  447  Commercial 
Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02109. 

The  Public  Hearing  will  be  held  in  the 
Wardroom,  5th  floor.  Coast  Guard 
Support  Center,  427  Commercial  Street, 
Boston,  Massachusetts. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

LCDR  Theophilus  MONIZ  III,  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  Marine  Safety  Office,  447  , 
Commercial  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts  02109,  (617)  223-1470. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  written  views,  data  or 
arguments.  Each  person  submitting  a 
comment  should  include  their  name  and 
address,  identify  this  notice,  the  specific 
section  of  the  proposal  to  which  their 
comment  applies,  and  give  reason  for 
the  comment.  Persons  desiring 
acknowledgement  that  their  comment 
has  been  received  should  enclose  a 
stamped  self-addressed  postcard  or 
envelope.  All  comments  received  before 
the  expiration  of  the  comment  period 
will  be  considered  before  final  action  is 
taken  on  this  proposal. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  proposal  are  LCDR 
Theophilus  MONIZ  III,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Marine  Safety  Office,  Boston 
Massachusetts  and  LT  Joseph 
DONOVAN,  Project  Attorney, 
Commander  (dl).  First  Coast  Guard 
District,  150  Causeway  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts. 

Discussion  of  Proposed  Regulation 

The  Coast  Guard,  at  the  request  of  the 
City  of  Boston,  Massachusetts  is 
proposing  to  amend  the  Anchorage 
Regulations  by  establishing  a  Special 
Anchorage  Area  in  Boston  Inner  Harbor. 
Boston,  Massachusetts.  This  anchorage 
area  will  be  for  the  use  of  the  general 
public.  An  increase  in  the  number  of 
pleasure  craft  utilizing  Boston  Harbor 
warrants  the  establishment  of  this 
Special  Anchorage  Area.  In  Special 
Anchorage  Areas,  vessels  of  not  more 
than  65  feet  in  length,  when  at  anchor. 
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are  not  required  to  carry  or  display 
anchor  lights. 

The  adjacent  waters  of  the  proposed 
area  are  non-navigable  U.S.  waters 
declared  by  Public  Law  90-312.  The 
shoreline  beyond  the  adjacent  non- 
navigable  waters  is  bounded  by  city 
property  controlled  by  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  and  the 
Harbor  Towers  property  at  India  Wharf, 
which  is  privately  owned.  The  owners  of 
the  Harbor  Towers  property  have  been 
contacted  and  indicated  no  objection  to 
this  proposal. 

An  Environmental  Assessment  was 
completed  in  February  1981  which 
resulted  in  a  Hnding  of  no  significant 
impact  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  Environmental  information 
can  be  obtained  from  Mr.  P.V.  Kaselis, 
Environmental  Specialist,  First  Coast 
Guard  District,  150  Causeway  Street, 
Boston,  Massachusetts. 

The  only  effect  of  the  proposed 
regulation  is  the  designation  of  an 
anchorage  area  near  the  entrance  to  Fort 
Point  Channel  in  Boston  Inner  Harbor 
which  should  relieve  the  congestion  by 
the  random  anchorage  of  small  craft. 
Vessels  utilizing  this  limited  area  would 
not  be  required  to  display  anchor  lights 
which  would  enhance  visability  of  other 
vessels  transiting  Fort  Point  Channel. 
Limited  access  to  this  area  will  not 
impede  normal  navigation  and  will  have 
no  economic  impact  on  any  entity. 

This  proposed  regulation  has  been 
reviewed  under  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  12291  and  has  been 
determined  not  to  be  a  major  rule.  In 
addition,  this  proposed  regulation  is 
considered  to  be  nonsignificant  in 
accordance  with  the  guidelines  set  out 
in  the  Policies  and  Procedures  for 
SimpliHcation,  Analysis,  and  Review  of 
Regulations  (DOT  Order  2100.5  of  5-22- 
80).  An  economic  evaluation  has  not 
been  conducted  since,  for  the  reasons 
discussed  above,  its  impact  is  expected 
to  be  minimal.  In  accordance  with 
§  605(b)  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
(94  Stat.  1164),  it  is  certified  that  this 
rule,  if  promulgated,  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  that  Part  110  of  Title  33  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  be  amended  to 
provide  three  adjacent  Special 
Anchorage  Areas  by  adding  §  110.30(m) 
to  read  as  follows; 

§110.30  (Amended] 
***** 

(m)(l)  Boston  Inner  Harbor  A,  The 
waters  of  the  eastern  side  of  Boston 
Inner  Harbor  adjacent  to  the  entrance  to 
Fort  Point  Channel  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  latitude  42°21'  24"N, 


longitude  71"02'  53"W;  thence  305“  T  to 
latitude  42“21'  26"N,  longitude  71  “02' 
57"W;  thence  029“  T  to  latitude  42“21' 

31  "N,  longitude  71“02'  53"W:  thence  077* 
T  to  latitude  42“21'  32"N,  longitude 
71“02'  47"W;  thence  along  a  line  bearing 
209“  T  to  point  of  origin. 

(2)  Boston  Inner  Harbor  C.  The  waters 
of  the  eastern  side  of  Boston  Inner 
Harbor  adjacent  to  the  entrance  to  Fort 
Point  Channel  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  latitude  42“21'  22"N, 
longitude  71  “02'  55.5"W;  thence  208“  T  to 
latitude  42“21'  20"N,  longitude  71“02' 
57.5"W;  thence  257“  T  to  latitude  42“21' 
19"N,  longitude  71“03'  01  "W;  thence  029“ 
T  to  latitude  42“21'  22.5"N,  lon^tude 

71  “02'  57.5"W;  thence  along  a  line 
bearing  125“  T  to  point  of  origin. 

(3)  Boston  Inner  Harbor  B.  The  waters 
of  the  eastern  side  of  Boston  Inner 
Harbor  adjacent  to  the  entrance  to  Fort 
Point  Channel  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  latitude  42“21'  24"N, 
longitude  71  “02'  53"W;  thence  029“  T  to 
latitude  42“21'  32"N,  longitude  71“02' 
47"W;  thence  139“  T  to  latitude  42“21' 
27"N,  longitude  71  “02'  41"W;  thence 
along  a  line  bearing  254“  T  to  point  of 
origin. 

Note. — ^Administration  of  the  Special 
Anchorage  Areas  is  excercised  by  the 
Harbormaster,  City  of  Boston  pursuant  to 
local  ordinances.  The  City  of  Boston  will 
install  and  maintain  suitable  navigational 
aids  to  mark  the  perimeter  of  the  Anchorage 
area. 

(33  U.S.C.  180,  471;  33  CFR  1.05-l(g)(2),  49 
CFR  1.46(c)) 

Dated:  June  1, 1981. 

R.  H.  Wood, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard  Commander, 
First  Coast  Guard  District. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17742  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-14-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  123 

[SW-3-FRL  1853-6] 

Virginia  Application  for  Interim 
Authorization,  Phase  I;  Hazardous 
Waste  Management  Program 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Region  III. 

ACTION:  Postponement  of  public  hearing 
and  extension  of  public  comment  period. 

summary:  EPA  Regulations  to  protect 
human  health  and  the  environment  from 
the  improper  management  of  hazardous 
waste  were  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  May  19. 1980  (45  FR  33063). 
These  regulations  include  provisions  for 
authorization  of  State  programs  to 


operate  in  lieu  of  the  Federal  program. 
Today  EPA  is  postponing  the  Public 
Hearing  originally  scheduled  for  June  17, 
1981,  on  the  Virginia  application  for 
Phase  I  Interim  Authorization,  and 
extending  the  public  comment  period 
due  to  increased  public  interest. 
date:  Comments  on  the  Virginia  Interim 
Authorization  application  must  be 
received  by  July  30, 1981. 

PUBLIC  hearing:  EPA  will  conduct  a 
Public  hearing  on  the  Virginia  Interim 
Authorization  application  at  1:00  p.m.  on 
Thursday,  July  30. 1081.  The 
Commonwealth  of  Virginia  will 
participate  in  any  Public  hearing  held  by 
EPA  on  this  subject. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  Virginia 
Interim  Authorization  application  are 
available  at  the  following  addresses  for 
inspection  and  copying  by  the  public: 

Virginia  Department  of  Health,  James 
Madison  Building,  109  Governor  Street, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23219  (804)  786-5272. 
U.S.  EPA  Region  III,  Air,  and  Hazardous 
Materials  Division,  Hazardous  Materials 
Branch,  6th  &  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia, 
PA.  19106  (215)  597-7938. 

The  public  hearing  will  be  held  at: 

Highway  Department  Building,  1221  East 
Broad  Street,  Main  Auditorium,  Richmond, 
Virginia  23219. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  L  Allen,  U.S.  EPA  Air.  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Division.  6th  & 
Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106 
(215) 597-0980. 

Jack  Sduamm, 

Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  81-178M  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6560-01-M 


40  CFR  Part  180 

[OPP-300024;  PH-FRL-1852-8] 

1.2- Benzisothiazoiin-3-One;  Proposed 
Exemption  From  the  Requirement  of  a 
Tolerance 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  that  the 
inert  (or  occasionally  active)  ingredient 

1.2- benzisothiazolin-3-one  in  pesticide 
formulations  be  exempted  from 
tolerance  requirements.  The  proposal 
was  submitted  by  ICI  Americas,  Inc. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  July  15, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Written  comments  to:  John  A. 
Shaughnessy,  Registration  Division  (TS- 
767C),  OBice  of  Pesticide  Program, 
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Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  A.  Shaughnessy  (703-557-7110). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  At  the 
request  of  ICI  Americas,  Inc., 
Wilmington,  Delaware  19897,  the 
Administrator  is  proposing  to  amend  40 
CFR  180.1001(d)  by  exempting  1,2- 
benzisothiazolin-3-one  which  is  an  inert 
(or  occasionally  active)  ingredient  in  all 
pesticide  formulations,  from  tolerance 
requirements  (certain  limitations  apply). 

Inert  ingredients  are  all  ingredients 
which  are  not  active  ingredients  as 
defined  in  40  CFR  162.3(c),  and  include, 
but  are  not  limited  to,  the  following 
types  of  ingredients  (except  when  they 


have  pesticide  efficacy  of  their  own): 
Solvents  such  as  water,  baits  such  as 
sugar,  starches,  and  meat  scraps;  dust 
carriers  such  as  talc  and  clay;  fillers; 
wetting  and  spreading  agents; 
propellants  in  aerosol  dispensers;  and 
emulsifiers.  The  term  "inert"  is  not 
intended  to  imply  nontoxicity;  the 
ingredient  may  or  may  not  be 
chemically  active. 

Preambles  to  proposed  rulemaking 
documents  of  this  nature  include  the 
common  or  chemical  name  of  the 
substance  under  consideration,  the 
name  and  address  of  the  firm  making 
the  request  for  the  exemption,  and  the 
toxicological  and  other  scientific  bases 
used  in  arriving  at  a  conclusion  of  safety 
in  support  of  the  exemption. 


inert  ingredient 


Firm 


Bases  for  approval 


1 .2-t3enzisothia20tin-3K)ne .  ICI  Americas.  Inc., 

19897 


Wilmington,  OE  90-day  dog  and  rat  feeding  studies. 

Ames  mutagenicity  test.  Literature 
search. 

Limited  to  0.1%  in  formulations.  Limited 
to  no  more  than  0.02  pound  applied 
per  acre. 


Background 

EPA  issued  a  notice  that  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  March  14, 1977 
(42  FR  13842)  that  proposed  an 
exemption  for  l,2-benzisothiazolin-3-one 
from  the  requirement  of  a  tolerance 
when  used  as  an  inert  (or  occasionally 
active)  ingredient  in  all  pesticide 
formulations,  applied  to  growing  crops 
only.  The  exemption  was  proposed  at 
the  request  of  ICI  United  States.  Inc.,  the 
predecessor  of  ICI  Americas,  Inc.  The 
toxicological  basis  for  the  exemption 
was  Food  Additive  Petition  ?f3H2927, 
which  included  two  90-day  feeding 
studies  (dog  and  rat). 

Only  one  comment  was  received  on 
this  proposal.  It  stated  that  1,2- 
benzisothiazolin-3-one  is  very  closely 
related  to  saccharin,  a  suspected 
carcinogen,  and  that  approval  should  be 
held  up  pending  further  information 
from  the  manufacturer.  Based  on  this 
comment,  l,2-benzisothiazolin-3-one 
was  deleted  from  the  list  of  proposed 
exemptions  in  a  Federal  Register  notice 
of  July  8, 1977  (42  FR  35158). 

Subsequent  discussions  with  ICI 
representatives  indicated  that  they  were 
only  interested  in  using  1,2- 
benzisothiazolin-3-one  in  formulations 
of  pirimiphos-ethyl  (at  0.1  percent  of  the 
formulation)  and  only  on  melons.  The 
agency  concluded  that  such  use  might 
cause  trace  residues  of  1,2- 
benzisothiazolin-3-one  on  treated 
melons.  However,  it  was  concluded  that 
any  such  residues  would  not  be 
consumed  by  humans,  since  the  rinds  of 
fresh  melons  are  not  consumed  by 


humans.  Even  if  the  rind  portion  is 
converted  to  preserves,  the  outside, 
impervious  portion  of  the  rind  is  also 
removed  prior  to  cooking. 

The  (October  19, 1978)  proposal  gave 
the  chemical  name  of  pirimiphos-ethyl, 
the  active  ingredient,  as  0,0-diethyl  O- 
(2-diethylamino-6-methyl-4-pyrimidinyl) 
phosphorothioate.  The  final  order  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  8, 1979  (44  FR  7953).  This 
notice  corrected  the  name  of  the  active 
ingredient  as  requested  by  ICI.  Section 
180.1044  now  limits  the  exemption  for 
l,2-benzisothiazolin-3-one  to  0.1  percent 
in  formulations  of  5-butyl-2- 
(ethylamino)-6-methyl-4  (3//) 
pyrimidinone,  applied  to  melons  only. 

On  September  25, 1979,  ICI  Americas, 
Inc.  submitted  Ames  test  (toxicity)  data 
on  l,2-benzisothiazolin-3-one  with  a 
request  for  the  general  blanket 
exemption  as  originally  proposed  March 
14, 1977,  As  part  of  their  review,  agency 
toxicologists  also  made  a  search  of  the 
literature. 

Scientific  bases  for  proposed 
exemption  include: 

1.  Two  90-day  feeding  studies  (dog 
and  rat). 

2.  Literature  search. 

3.  Negative  (non-mutagenic)  results 
for  Ames  Mutagenicity  test. 

4.  Exposure  is  limited  because  there  is 
a  restriction  to  0.1  percent  in 
formulations,  and  not  more  than  0.02 
pound  per  acre. 

Based  on  the  above  inforqjation  and  a 
review  of  its  use,  it  has  been  found  that, 
when  used  in  accordance  with  good 


agricultural  practice,  this  ingredient  is 
useful  and  does  not  pose  a  hazard  to  the 
environment.  It  is  concluded,  therefore, 
that  the  proposed  amendment  to  40  CFR 
180.1001  and  180.1044  will  protect  the 
public  health,  and  it  is  proposed  that  the 
regulation  be  established  as  set  forth 
below.  In  addition,  it  is  proposed  that 
§  180.1044,  which  established  an 
exemption  from  a  tolerance  for  residues 
of  l,2-benzisothiazolin-3-one  in 
formulations  of  5-Butyl-2-(ethylamino)-6- 
methyl-4  (3f/)  pyrimidionone  on  melons 
at  no  more  than  0.1  percent  of 
formulation,  be  revoked. 

Any  person  who  has  registered  or 
submitted  an  application  for  the 
registration  of  a  pesticide  product  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act,  which  contains  1,2- 
benzisothiazolin-3-one,  may  request, 
within  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
proposal  in  the  Federal  Register,  that 
this  proposal  be  referred  to  an  advisory 
committee  in  accordance  with  section 
408(e)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act. 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  the 
proposed  regulation.  The  comments 
must  bear  a  notation  indicating  both  the 
subject  matter  and  the  document  control 
number  “OPP-300024."  All  written 
comments  filed  in  response  to  this 
notice  will  be  available  for  public 
inspection  in  the  Process  Coordination 
Branch,  Rm.  514D,  Crystal  Mall  #2,  from 
8:00  a.m.  to  4:00  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  legal  holidays. 

As  required  by  Executive  Order  12291, 
EPA  has  determined  that  this  proposed 
rule  is  not  a  "Major"  rule  and  therefore 
does  not  require  a  Regulatory  Impact 
Analysis.  In  addition,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  has 
exempted  this  proposal  from  the  OMB 
review  requirement  of  Executive  Order 
12291,  pursuant  to  section  8(b)  of  that 
Order. 

Pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (Pub.  L.  96- 
534,  94  Stat.  1164,  5  U.S.C.  601-612),  the 
Administrator  has  determined  that 
regulations  establishing  new  tolerances 
or  raising  tolerance  levels  or 
establishing  exemptions  from  tolerance 
requirements  do  not  have  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  A  certification 
statement  to  this  effect  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  of  May  4, 1981  (46 
FR  24950). 

(Sec.  408(e).  68  Stat.  514  (21  U.S.C.  346a(e))) 
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Dated;  June  4. 1981. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Registration  Division,  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

Therefore,  it  is  proposed  that  Subpart 
D  of  40  CFR  Part  180,  be  amended  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  180.1001(d)  is  amended  by 
alphabetically  inserting  “1,2- 
benzisothiazolin-3-one  *  *  in  the 
table  to  read  as  follows: 

§  180.1001  Exemption  from  the 
requirement  of  a  tolerance. 
***** 

(d)  *  *  * 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-5973] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Revision  of  Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  ' 
Township  of  Greenfield,  Blair  County, 
Pennsylvania. 

Due  to  recent  engineering  analysis, 
this  proposed  rule  revises  the  proposed 
determinations  of  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  46  FR  8043  on  January  26, 


State 


City/Town/county 


Pennsylvania .  Greenfield,  Township,  Blair  County. 


Insert  ingredients  Limits  Use 

1,2-benzisothiazolin-3-one_ .  Not  more  than  0.1  percent  of  formufation.  Not  more  than  Preservative  stabilizer 

0.02  pound  to  be  applied  per  acre. 


§  180.1044  [Removed] 

2.  Removing  §  180.1044  l,2-benzisothiazoiin-3-one;  exemption  from  the  re¬ 
quirement  of  a  tolerance. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17696  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6560-32-M 


1981,  and  hence  supersedes  those 
previously  published  rules. 

DATES:  The  period  for  comments  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  each  community. 
ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
flood  elevations  are  available  for  review 
at  the  GreenHeld  Township  Building, 
East  Freedom,  Pennsylvania. 

Send  comments  to:  Honorable 
Raymond  Mountain,  Chairman  of  the 
Greenfield  Board  of  Supervisors,  R.D.  1, 
East  Freedom,  Pennsylvania  16637. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (202) 
755-5585,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
listed  below  for  selected  locations  in  the 


Township  of  Greenfield,  Blair  County, 
Pennsylvania,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-^48)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44 
CFR  67.4(a). 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

These  modified  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 


Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations 


Source  of  flooding 


Location 


(irOepm  in 
ieet  above 
ground. 
‘Elevation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Frankstown  Branch,  Juniata  River ....  Downstream  Corporate  Limits -  *1.053 

Confluence  ol  Polecat  Run -  *1,075 

Walnut  Street  (Upstream) -  *1,129 

Approximately  1,450'  downstream  of  Township  Route  *1,155 
312. 

South  Popular  Run- . Confluence  with  Frankstown  Branch  Juniata  Rivor -  *1,147 

Approximately  400*  downstream  o(  Legislative  Route  *1,231 
07002. 

Approximately  80'  upstream  Legislative  Route  *1.429 

07042  (extended). 

Upstream  side  of  Legislative  Route  07002 _ *1,504 

Approximately  1,100'  downstream  of  Township  Route  *1,604 

506. 

Approximately  660'  downstream  of  confluence  of  Big  *1.731 
Lick  Branch. 

Approximatefy  480'  upstream  of  confluence  of  Big  Lick  *1,793 
Branch. 

Carson  Run . . . . . Confluence  with  South  Popular  Run .  *1,489 

Approximately  8(X)'  upstream  of  first  Private  Road -  *1.575 

Approximately  200'  upstream  of  secorvl  Private  Road.....  *1,604 
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(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
November  28,  1968],  as  amended:  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator) 

Issued:  June  5, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administration. 

(KR  Doc.  81-17599  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6716-03-M 


44  CFRPart  67 
[Docket  No.  FM151] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Revision  of  Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  listed 
below  for  selected  locations  in  the  Town 
of  Manlius,  Onondaga  County,  New 
York. 

Due  to  recent  engineering  analysis, 
this  proposed  rule  revises  the  proposed 
determinations  of  base  (100-year)  flood 
elevations  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  43  FR  23600  on  May  31, 1978. 
and  hence  supersedes  those  previously 
published  rules. 


dates:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  notice  in  a  newspaper 
of  local  circulation  in  each  community. 
addresses:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
flood  elevations  are  available  for  review 
at  the  Office  of  the  Manlius  Town 
Supervisor,  301  Brooklea  Drive, 
Fayetteville,  New  York. 

Send  comments  to:  Honorable  Keith 
M.  Morgan,  Town  Supervisor  of 
Manlius,  301  Brooklea  Drive, 

Fayetteville,  New  York  13066. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 

Federal  Insurance  Administration, 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (202) 
755-5585,  Washington  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Proposed 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  are 
listed  below  for  selected  locations  in  the 

The  Proposed  Base  (100-Year)  Flood  Elevations 


Town  of  Manlius.  Onondaga  County, 
New  York,  in  accordance  with  Section 
110  of  the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act 
of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980, 
which  added  Section  1363  to  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  ' 

(Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L.  90- 
448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
67.4(a). 

These  base  (100-year)  flood  elevations 
are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

These  modified  elevations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 


City/town/coonty 


Source  of  flooding 


#Deptfi  in 
feet  above 

ground, 
levation 
in  feet 
(NGVD) 


Nev)  York _ Manlius,  Towrn,  Onondaga  County .. 


Limestone  Creek .  Approximately  850’  downstream  cl  State  Route  115..?....  *396 

State  Route  115  upstream . .  *397 

New  York  State  Thruway  riiactbound)  Upstream .  *401 

State  Route  290  upstream . .  *418 

High  Bridge  Road  Downstream . . .  *485 

High  Bridge  Road  Upstream .  *496 

Confluence  of  West  Branch  Limestone  Creek .  *547 

Whetstone  Road  Upstream  *61 1 

.  Pompey  Center  Road  Upstream . .  *724 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits  _  _  _  _  *739 

West  Branch,  Limestone  Creek .  Confluence  with  Limestone  Creek . *547 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits  *600 

Butternut  Creek .  Confluence  with  Limestone  Creek . *399 

New  York  State  Thruway  (Eastbound)  Upstream _  *403 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . *409 

Sweet  Road  Tributary . . .  Confluence  with  West  Branch  Limestone  Creek _  *548 

Confluence  with  Sweet  Road  Tributary  No.  1 _ _  *675 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits .  *873 

Sweet  Road  Tributary  No.  1 .  Confluence  with  Sweet  Road  Tributary _ _ *675 

State  Route  173  Upstream . . . . .  *787 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ *912 

Bishop  Brook .  Approximately  170'  downstream  of  Stale  Route  257 _  *438 

Conrail  Upstream . *474 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits . . . *486 

Erie  Canal .  Erie  Canal  Aqueduct . - _ *428 

Upstream  Corporate  Limits _ *428 


(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR  17804, 
November  28,  1968),  as  amended;  (42  U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44  FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administration) 

Issued:  June  5, 1981.  ^ 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

|KR  Doc.  81-17600  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am| 
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44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-6083] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Zone  Designations  for 
Brown,  County,  Unincorporated  Areas, 
Wisconsin 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 


summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
zone  designations  described  below. 

The  proposed  zone  designations  are 
the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualiHed 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety-days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
zone  designations  are  available  for 
review  at  305  East  Walnut  Street,  North 
Building,  Green  Bay,  Wisconsin. 

Send  comments  to:  Mr.  William  H. 
Hnilicka,  County  Administrator,  Brown 
County,  305  East  Walnut  Street,  North 
Building,  Green  Bay,  Wisconsin  54301. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Inplementation  &  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410  (202) 755-6570. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  zone  designations 
for  Brown  County,  Unincorporated 
Areas,  Wisconsin,  in  accordance  witti 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001^128,  and  44 
CFR  67.4(a). 

Zone  designations  and  base  (100-year) 
flood  elevations,  together  with  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  required  by 
§  60.3  of  the  program  regulations,  are  the 
minimum  that  are  required.  They  should 
not  be  construed  to  mean  the  community 
must  change  any  existing  ordinances 
that  are  more  stringent  in  their  flood 


plain  management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  zone  designations  will  also  be 
used  to  calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  ror  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  zone  designations  are: 

Zone  A3,  Zone  B,  and  Zone  C  along  Green 
Bay,  between  Brown  County’s  northern 
corporate  limits  and  the  Village  of  Howard's 
northern  corporate  limits. 

Zone  A6,  Zone  B,  an  Zone  C  along  the 
Suamico  River  between  State  Route  “M”  and 
North  Lakeview  Drive. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xlll  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127;  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  June  8, 1981. 

Robert  G.  Chappell, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17601  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-08-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-6012] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations;  Correction 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for 
selected  locations  in  the  Town  of 
Raymond.  Rockingham  County.  New 
Hampshire,  previously  published  at  46 
FR  17800  on  March  20, 1981,  and  in  the 
Manchester  Union  Leader  on  March  6, 
1981,  and  March  13, 1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  15.  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (202) 
755-5585,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  correction  to  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Determinations  of  base  (100- 
year)  flood  elevations  for  selected 
locations  in  the  Town  of  Raymond, 
Rockingham  County,  New  Hampshire, 


previously  published  at  46  FR  17800  on 
March  20, 1981,  and  the  Manchester 
Union  Leader  on  March  6, 1981,  and 
March  13, 1981,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44 
CFR  67.4(a). 

Due  to  a  clerical  error,  a  location 
under  the  Source  of  Flooding  of  Lamprey 
River  was  listed  at  "Downstream  side  of 
State  Route  107";  it  should  be  amended 
to  read  "Downstream  side  of  State 
Route  102.”  The  corresponding  elevation 
was  correct  as  published. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  June  5, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17602  FiW  6-12-81;  8:45  atnj 
BILLING  CODE  6718-08-M 

44  CFR  Part  67 

(Docket  No.  FEMA-6086] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Projiosed  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas, 
Base  Flood  Elevations,  and  Zone 
Designation  Determinations  for  the 
City  of  Beulah,  Mercer  County,  N.  Dak. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
special  flood  hazard  areas,  base  flood 
elevations,  and  zone  designations  as 
described  below. 

The  proposed  special  flood  hazard 
areas,  base  flood  elevations,  and  zone 
designations  are  the  basis  for  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualified 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 
dates:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 
addresses:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
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flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed  ' 
special  flood  hazard  areas,  base  flood 
elevations,  and  zone  designations  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Office  of  the 
City  Planner,  City  Hall,  Beulah,  North 
Dakota. 

Send  comments  to:  The  Honorable 
Darold  Benz,  Mayor,  City  of  Beulah,  P.O. 
Box  910,  Beulah,  North  Dakota  58523. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  G.  Chappell,  P.E.,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
Implementation  and  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20410  (202)  755-6570  (in  Alaska  and 
Hawaii  call  toll  free  (800)  424-9080). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION;  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  special  flood 
hazard  areas,  base  flood  elevations,  and 
zone  designations  for  the  City  of  Beulah, 
North  Dakota,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L. 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44  CFR 
Part  67, 

These  special  flood  hazard  areas, 
base  flood  elevations,  and  zone 
designations,  together  with  the  flood 
plain  management  measures  required  by 
§  60.3  of  the  program  regulations,  are  the 
minimum  that  are  required.  It  should  not 
be  construed  to  mean  the  community 
must  change  any  existing  ordinances 
that  are  more  stringent  in  their  flood 
plain  management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  special  flood  hazard  areas, 
base  flood  elevations,  and  zone 
designations  will  also  be  used  to 
calculate  the  appropriate  flood 
insurance  premium  rates  for  new 
buildings  and  their  contents  and  for  the 
second  layer  of  insurance  on  existing 
buildings  and  their  contents. 

The  proposed  special  flood  hazard 
areas,  base  flood  elevations,  and  zone 
designations  are  as  follows: 


Source  o(  flooding 

Location 

Eleva¬ 

tion 

(NGVO> 

Zone 

desig¬ 

nation 

1  767 

No. 

extraterritorial 

1.76a . 

AS. 

bridge. 

Knite  River _ 

.  Betwieen  the 
Burlington 

Northern  RaVroad 
and  the  western 
extraterritorial 
limits. 

1.784 _ 

A6 

Source  of  Hooding 

Location 

Eleva¬ 

tion 

(NGVD) 

Zone 

desig¬ 

nation 

West  Tributary, 
Knife  River. 

Upstream  of  7th 
Street. 

None . 

A. 

East  Tributary, 

Knife  River. 

Upstream  of  the 
limit  of  detailed 
study. 

. do . 

A. 

Unnamed  Stream ... 

Between  the 
confluence  of 
East  Tributary 
Knife  River  and 
10th  Street. 

. do . 

A. 

In  addition,  the  base  flood  elevations 
have  been  adjusted  to  coincide  with  the 
published  profiles  along  the  West 
Tributary  Knife  River  and  the  East 
Tributary  Knife  River. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-412^);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued;  (une  8, 1981. 

Robert  G.  Chappell, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17603  Filed  6-12-61: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  67718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

IDocket  No.  FEMA-6084] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
for  the  City  of  Bountiful,  Davis  County, 
Utah 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  as 
described  below. 

The  proposed  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Areas  are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualifled 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  are 
available  for  review  at  the  Office  of  the 
Public  Utility  Department,  790  South  100 
East.  Bountiful,  Utah. 


Send  comments  to:  The  Honorable 
Elmer  W.  Barlow,  Mayor,  City  of 
Bountiful,  790  South  1(X)  East,  Bountiful, 
Utah  84010. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappel,  Acting  Assistant 
Administrator,  Program  Implementation 
&  Engineering  Office,  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program,  451  Seventh  Street 
SW..  Washington,  DC  20410,  (202)  755- 
6570  (in  Alaska  and  Hawaii  call  toll  free 
(800)  424-9080). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Areas  for  the  City  of  Bountiful, 
Utah,  in  accordance  with  Section  110  of 
the  Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973 
(Pub.  L.  93-234),  87  Stat.  980,  which 
added  Section  1363  to  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title  XIII  of 
the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L.  90-448),  42  U.S.C. 
4001-4128,  and  44  CFR  Part  67. 

These  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas, 
together  with  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  required  by 
§  60.3  of  the  program  regulations,  are  the 
minimum  that  are  required.  It  should  not 
be  construed  to  mean  the  community 
must  change  any  existing  ordinances 
that  are  more  stringent  in  their  flood 
plain  management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
will  also  be  used  to  calculate  the 
appropriate  flood  insurance  premium 
rates  for  new  buildings  and  their 
contents  and  for  the  second  layer  of 
insurance  on  existing  buildings  and  their 
contents. 

The  proposed  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Areas  are  as  follows: 


Source  of  flooding 

Location 

Zone 

designa¬ 

tion 

North  Canyon 

Between  400  East  Street 

A 

Creek. 

and  the  eastern  corporate 
limits. 

Stone  Creek . 

Between  a  point  approxi¬ 
mately  2.200  feet  up¬ 
stream  of  1.300  East 
Street  and  the  eastern 
corporate  limits. 

A 

North  Fork  Stone 

Between  a  point  approxi- 

A 

Creek. 

mately  800  feet  upstream 
of  Northridge  Drive  and 
the  eastern  corporate 
limits. 

In  addition,  the  flood  delineation 
along  the  upper  reach  of  Dry  Hollow  No. 
1  has  been  deleted. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17604,  November  28, 1968).  as  amended;  (42 
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U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127  44 
PR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued;  June  8, 1981. 

Robert  G.  Chappell, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration. 

IFR  Doc.  81-17604  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-6012] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for 
selected  locations  in  the  Town  of 
Leicester,  Livingston  County,  New  York, 
previously  published  at  46  FR 17801  on 
March  20, 1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  15,  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  (202) 
755-5585,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  correction  to  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Determinations  of  base  (100- 
year)  flood  elevations  for  selected 
locations  in  the  Town  of  Leicester,  . 
Livingston  County,  New  York, 
previously  published  at  46  FR  17801  on 
March  20, 1981,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 
87  Stat.  80,  which  added  Section  1363  to 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L. 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44 
CFR  67.4(a). 

In  order  for  the  following  location  to 
be  correctly  identified  with  the 
corresponding  Flood  Insurance  Study 
(profile)  and  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Source  of  Flooding  Genesee 
River,  in  the  Town  of  Leicester, 
Livingston  County,  New  York,  the 
description  "approximately  4,200' 
upstream  of  State  Route  36"  should  be 
amended  to  read  "approximately  625' 
upstream  of  State  Route  36".  The 
elevation  was  correct  as  cited. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 


of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127,  44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator). 

Issued:  June  1, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17605  Filed  6-12-81;  a45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6718-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-6005] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Flood  Elevation 
Determinations 

agency:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 
action:  Proposed  rule;  correction. 


summary:  This  document  corrects  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Determinations  of 
base  (100-year)  flood  elevations  for 
selected  locations  in  the  Town  of  York, 
Livingston  County,  New  York, 
previously  published  at  46  FR  15294  on 
March  5, 1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  15,  1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 

Federal  Insurance  Administration, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (202) 
755-5585,  Washington,  D.C.  20472. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  correction  to  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Determinations  of  base  (100- 
year)  flood  elevations  for  selected 
locations  in  the  Town  of  York, 
Livingston,  County,  New  York, 
previously  published  at  46  FR  15294  on 
March  5, 1981,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XIII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968  (Pub.  L 
90-448)),  42  U.S.C.  4001-4128,  and  44 
CFR  67.4(a). 

In  order  for  the  following  locations  to 
be  correctly  identified  with  the 
corresponding  Flood  Insurance  Study 
(profile)  and  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map 
for  the  Source  of  Flooding  Browns  Creek 
in  the  Town  of  York,  Livingston  County, 
New  York,  the  descriptions  should  be 
amended  to  read  as  follows.  The 
elevations  were  correct  as  cited. 


•Eleya- 

Source  of  flooding  Location 

(NGVO) 


Browns  Creek _ Approximately  2.130’  dowr)-  *648 

stream  of  Genesee  and 
Wyoming  Raflroad. 

Approximatefy  1,150'  down-  *660 

stream  of  Genesee  and 
Wyoming  Railroad. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  ((Title 
XIII  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28, 1968),  as  amended:  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128):  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 

Issued:  June  1, 1981. 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Acting  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc  SI-17606  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  6716-03-M 


44  CFR  Part  67 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-6085] 

National  Flood  Insurance  Program; 
Proposed  Special  Rood  Hazard  Areas 
for  the  City  of  Indian  Wells,  Riverside 
County,  Calif. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  Technical  information  or 
comments  are  solicited  on  the  proposed 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  For  the  City 
of  Indian  Wells  Riverside  County, 
California  as  described  below. 

The  proposed  Special  Flood  Hazard 
Areas  are  the  basis  for  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  that  the 
community  is  required  to  either  adopt  or 
show  evidence  of  being  already  in  effect 
in  order  to  qualify  or  remain  qualiBed 
for  participation  in  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Program  (NFIP). 

DATES:  The  period  for  comment  will  be 
ninety  (90)  days  following  the  second 
publication  of  this  proposed  rule  in  the 
newspaper  of  local  circulation  in  the 
above-named  community. 

ADDRESSES:  Maps  and  other  information 
showing  the  detailed  outlines  of  the 
flood-prone  areas  and  the  proposed 
Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  available 
for  review  at  the  Planning  Department, 
45-300  Club  Drive,  Indian  Wells, 
California. 

Send  comments  to:  The  Honorable 
Frank  Chiulson,  Mayor,  City  of  Indian 
Wells,  45-300  Club  Drive,  Indian  Wells, 
California  92260. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Robert  G.  Chappell,  Acting 
Assistant  Administrator,  Program 
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Implementation  &  Engineering  Office, 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  451 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20410,  (202)  755-6570  (in  Alaska  and 
Hawaii  call  toll  free  (800)  424-9080). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INPORMATION:  The 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator  gives 
notice  of  the  proposed  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Areas  for  the  City  of  Indian 
Wells,  California,  in  accordance  with 
Section  110  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L.  93-234), 

87  Stat.  980,  which  added  Section  1363 
to  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of 
1968  (Title  XVII  of  the  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  Act  of  1968,  Pub.  L. 
90-448),  42  U.S.C.  4001^128,  and  44  CFR 
Part ‘67. 

These  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas, 
together  with  the  flood  plain 
management  measures  required  by 
§  60.3  of  the  program  regulations,  are  the 
minimum  that  are  required.  It  should  not 
be  construed  to  mean  the  community 
must  change  any  existing  ordinances 
that  are  more  stringent  in  their  flood 
plain  management  requirements.  The 
community  may  at  any  time  enact 
stricter  requirements  on  its  own,  or 
pursuant  to  policies  established  by  other 
Federal,  State,  or  regional  entities.  The 
proposed  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas 
will  also  be  used  to  calculate  the 
appropriate  flood  insurance  premium 
rates  for  new  buildings  and  their 
contents  and  for  the  second  layer  of 
insurance  on  existing  buildings  and  their 
contents. 

Due  to  the  completion  of  the  Deep 
Canyon-Haystack  Flood-Control  Project 
and  the  Living  Desert  Debris  Basin 
Project  and  the  addition  of  recently 
annexed  areas,  the  Special  Flood 
Hazard  Areas  are  being  revised.  The 
above  projects  revise  the  zone 
designations  and  flood  delineations 
along  the  Deep  Canyon  Storm  Water 
Channel.  The  proposed  zone 
designations  of  the  redelineated  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  are  Zone  A,  Zone 
AO,  depth  3  feet,  and  Zone  B.  Also,  due 
to  a  recently  annexed  area  in  the 
northern  portion  of  the  City,  the 
proposed  zone  designation  along  with 
the  Whitewater  River  is  Zone  A.  The 
remaining  annexed  area  is  Zone  C. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
XIII  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28, 1969  (33  FR 
17804.  November  28, 1968),  as  amended;  (42 
U.S.C.  4001-4128);  Executive  Order  12127, 44 
FR  19367;  and  delegation  of  authority  to 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator) 


Issued:  )une  8. 1981. 

Robert  G.  Chappell, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator,  Federal 
Insurance  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17607  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  671S-03-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Ch.  I 

[CC  Docket  No.  81-343;  FCC  81-243] 

Inquiry  Into  the  Policies  To  Be 
Foliowed  in  the  Authorization  of 
Common  Carrier  Faciiities  To  Meet 
Pacific  Region  Teiecommunications 
Needs  During  the  1981-1995  Period 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

summary:  Document  initiates  a 
comprehensive  planning  procedure  to 
govern  the  future  licensing  of 
telecommunications  facilities  for  the 
Pacific  region  for  the  1981-1995  time 
period.  A  comprehensive  planning 
procedure  for  the  Pacific  region  is 
necessary  since  ad  hoc  review  of 
individual  facilities  applications  is 
inefficient  and  does  not  provide  the  type 
of  information  needed  to  effectuate  the 
public  interest  objective  of  attaining 
efficient  utilization  of  the  lowest  cost 
combination  of  facilities  which  can 
satisfy  valid  traffic  needs  and  quality  of 
service  objectives.  The  intended  effect 
of  the  Notice  of  Inquiry  is  to  establish  a 
procedure  by  which  effective  planning 
of  the  utilization  of  telecommunications 
facilities  can  take  place. 

DATES:  Comments’must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  July  15, 1981.  Reply  comments 
will  be  due  on  or  before  July  30, 1981. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  Coles,  Common  Carrier  Bureau, 
(202)  632-7265:  or  Michael  Cummins, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau,  (202)  632-4047. 

In  the  matter  of  inquiry  into  the 
policies  to  be  followed  in  the 
authorization  of  common  carrier 
facilities  to  meet  Pacific  region 
telecommunications  needs  during  the 
1981-1995  period,  CC  Docket  No.  81-343. 

Notice  of  Inquiry 
Adopted:  May  15, 1981. 

Released:  June  1, 1981. 

1.  This  Notice  of  Inquiry  is  the  first 
step  in  our  process  for  developing 
policies  and  guidelines  for  the 
construction  and  use  of  cable  and 
satellite  transmission  facilities  to  meet 


future  demands  for  common  carrier 
services  in  the  Pacific  Ocean  region. 

2.  The  Commission  has  for  some  time 
now  been  involved  in  determining  the 
policy  to  be  followed  in  the  future 
licensing  of  transmission  facilities  for 
international  communications.  The 
Commission’s  most  recent  effort  in  this 
area  has  been  directed  to  the  North 
Atlantic  region,  culminating  in  the 
adoption  of  a  comprehensive  policy  to 
govern  the  authorization  of  cable  and 
satellite  facilities  for  that  region  through 
1985  and  the  establishment  of  guidelines 
for  the  1985-1992  period.  ‘  At  the  heart  of 
the  Commission’s  efforts  in  the  facilities 
planning  area  is  the  belief  that  ad  hoc 
review  of  individual  applications  for 
specific  international  transmission 
facilities  is  no  longer  the  most  efficient 
method  for  evaluating  the  need  for  such 
facilities.  In  recent  years,  there  has  been 
a  rapid  increase  in  the  pace  of 
technological  development,  a  sharp 
increase  in  the  demand  for  international 
telecommunication  services  in  the 
Pacific  region,  and  a  much  more 
complex  set  of  facility  configuration 
alternatives  available.  Therefore,  a 
detailed  and  comprehensive  review  of 
regional  needs  and  alternative  facilities 
options  is  necessary  in  order  to 
determine  which  facilities  configuration 
and  use  options  meet  the  primary  public 
interest  objective  of  attaining  efficient 
utilization  of  the  lowest  cost 
combination  of  facilities  which  can 
satisfy  valid  traffic  needs  and  quality  of 
service  objectives.*  It  is  inefficient  and 
cumbersome  to  attempt  to  undertake  the 
necessary  comprehensive  review  and 
analysis  within  the  context  of  an 
individual  facility  application. 

Moreover,  W'e  stated  in  the  Further 
Statement  of  Policy  and  Guidelines  in 
Docket  18875  that,  “Accordingly,  we  will 
not  in  the  future  consider  the 
authorization  of  major  facility 
investiments  and  utilization  proposals 
as  isolated  instances,  but  will  instead 


’  Docket  No.  18875  covered  the  1980-1985 
planning  period.  See  e.g..  Overseas 
Communications,  30  F.C.C.  2d  571  (1971)  (Statement 
of  Policy  and  Guidelines).  Overseas 
Communications,  62  F.C.C.  2d  451  (1976)  (Further 
Statement  of  Policy  and  Guidelines).  See  also. 
Overseas  Communications.  67  F.C.C.  2d  358  (1977) 
(Report  Order  and  Third  Statement  of  Policy  and 
Guidelines),  partial  recon.  granted  70  F.C.C.  2d  358 
(1978),  modified  7i  F.C.C.  2d  1090  (1979),  further 
modified  and  adopted  71  F.C.C.  2d  71  (1979).  Policies 
for  Overseas  Common  Carriers  (Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order)  73  F.C.C.  2d  326  (1979).  In 
Docket  79-184,  we  adopted  general  policy 
guidelines  to  govern  the  planning  period  1985-1992 
in  the  North  Atitantic.  See,  Policies  for  Overseas 
Common  Carriers.  (Report  and  Order)  F.C.C.  81-19, 
- F.C.C.  2d - (1981),  released  January  16, 1981. 

‘This  public  interest  objective  was  set  forth  in 
Further  Statement  of  Policy  and  Guidelines  in 
Docket  No.  18875  (62  F.C.C.  2d  at  458-9). 
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evaluate  them  in  the  context  of  a 
comprehensive  long-range  plan  for  the 
establishment  and  use  of  facilities  to 
serve  a  particular  geographic  area 
during  a  specified  future  planning 
period."  ^  Policy  guidelines  based  upon  a 
comprehensive  review  and  analysis  of 
the  region  would  reduce  the  regulatory 
risk  to  U.S.  carriers  associated  with 
planning  a  major  facility  investment 
decision  and  negotiating  with  their 
foreign  correspondents.  Also,  there  is  a 
substantial  reduction  in  the  time  and 
resources  required  to  process  facility 
authorization  applications  which 
conform  to  the  guidelines,  thus 
improving  the  efficiency  and  reducing 
the  time  required  to  complete  the  whole 
facility  licensing  process. 

3.  Therefore,  the  purpose  of  this 
Notice  of  Inquiry  is  to  initiate  a 
comprehensive  planning  process  for  the 
Pacific  region.  This  Notice  will  focus  on 
the  following  areas:  Past  Commission 
policies  with  respect  to  facilities 
utilization  in  the  Pacific  region;  recent 
developments  in  the  region;  the  scope  of 
issues  to  be  considered  in  the  Inquiry 
and  the  criteria  for  evaluation  of 
alternative  facilities  configuration  and 
use  options;  and  the  proposed  planning 
process. 

1.  History  of  the  Commission’s  Facility 
Utilization  Policies  in  the  Pacific  Region 

4.  Currently,  international 
transmission  facilities  in  the  Pacific 
region  are  authorized  on  an  application- 
by-application  basis.  The  utilization  of 
cable  facilities  in  this  region  is  govered 
by  a  three  step  process.  The  first  step  is 
the  authorization  by  the  Commission  to 
construct  or  to  invest  in  additional  cable 
facilities — acquisition  authority.  This 
step  is  the  most  important,  since  it  is  at 
this  point  that  the  investment  becomes  a 
part  of  the  carrier’s  rate  base.  The 
second  step  is  assignment,  which 
essentially  involves  a  designation  of 
points  between  which  the  circuits  will 
be  used.  The  third  step,  activation,  is  the 
authorization  for  carriers  to  actually 
utilize  the  circuits  for  service.  Activation 
authority  is  a  means  of  controlling  the 
actual  use  of  circuits  that  have  been 
authorized. 

5.  Telecommunications  traffic 
between  the  U.S.  Mainland  and  Pacific 
region  countries  is  currently  about  10% 
of  total  U.S.  international  traffic  (with 
about  70%  to  the  Atlantic  and  20%  to  the 
Caribbean  and  South  and  Central 
America),  but  it  is  growing  rapidly  along 
with  trade  and  commerce  in  this  region. 
The  major  traffic  streams  are  between 
the  U.S.  Mainland  and  Japan,  Hong 
Kong,  the  Philippines,  and  Australia. 

’‘Id. 


The  existing  submarine  cable  network 
provides  east-west  connections  between 
the  U.S.  Mainland  and  Japan  and 
Australia  via  the  TRANSPAC  and 
COMPAC  cable  systems,  respectively. 
Another  group  of  regional  cable  systems 
is  used  to  carry  traffic  between  Japan, 
Australia  and  numerous  South  l^st 
Asian  countries.  The  advent  of 
international  satellite  service  in  the 
Pacific  in  1967  (INTELSAT  II)  resulted  in 
the  need  to  examine  the  utilization  of 
specific  transmission  facilities  for  the 
first  time.  This  need  was  first 
specifically  addressed  when  the 
Commission  authorized  the  construction 
of  the  HAWAII-3/TRANSPAC-2  Cable 
System  (between  the  U.S.  Mainland  and 
Japan  via  Hawaii  and  Guam)  in  1973.^ 

At  that  time,  there  were  a  number  of 
factors  which  dictated  that  the 
Commission  scrutinize  more  closely  the 
utilization  of  facilities  in  the  Pacific 
region.  First,  the  Pacific  Ocean  basin, 
while  recognized  as  an  important 
comunications  area  for  the  United 
States  with  respect  to  economic  and 
national  security  interests,  historically 
had  less  total  volume  of  traffic 
exchanged  with  the  contiguous  states 
than  between  the  contiguous  states  and 
Europe.  In  light  of  that  fact,  there  was 
considerable  doubt  concerning  the  need 
for  a  new  cable  in  the  area,  since  the 
record  in  that  case  indicated  that  the 
existing  Pacific  INTELSAT  satellite  had 
enough  capacity  to  meet  the 
communications  needs  of  U.S.  carriers 
for  the  foreseeable  future.  Li  authorizing 
the  new  cable  system,  the  Commission 
cited  the  growing  importance  of  the 
Pacific  region  as  an  indication  that 
traffic  between  the  United  States  and 
coimtries  in  the  area  would  increase  in 
the  future.  The  Commission  cited 
several  factors  which  would  account  for 
the  expected  future  increase  in  traffic  in 
the  region:  the  developing  relationship 
between  the  U.S.  and  the  Peoples 
Republic  of  China,  the  emergence  of 
Japan  as  a  major  economic  power,  the 
growth  of  trade  with  Indonesia  and  the 
long-standing  relationship  with 
commonwealth  countries  in  the  Pacific 
region.® 

6.  While  authorizing  the  construction 
of  the  new  cable  system,  the 
Commission  indicated  that  it  would  not 
tolerate  traffic  handling  patterns  that 
would  operate  to  fill  the  cable  while 
keeping  the  satellite  relatively  unused. 
To  further  that  objective,  the 
Commission  stated  that  it  did  not  expect 
any  freezing  of  the  then-current  levels  of 
satellite  utilization,  but  rather  that 
satellite  usage  is  important  to  ensure 

‘AT&T et al.  43  F.C.C.  2d  505  (1973). 

>43  F.C.C.  2d  at  515. 


adequate  media  diversity  and 
redundancy  of  facilities  in  order  to  meet 
valid  quality  of  service  objectives. 
Therefore,  it  was  expected  that  both 
cable  and  satellite  circuits  would  be 
employed  to  meet  the  growing  demand 
specified  by  the  carriers.  In  addition,  the 
U.S.  carriers  were  required  to  file 
activation  applications  to  govern  the 
actual  utilization  of  all  Pacific  region 
telecommunications  facilities  in  Uie 
future. 

7.  The  first  HAWAn-3/TRANSPAC-2 
cable  activation  order® authorized  the 
initial  activation  of  TRANSPAC-2  cable 
circuits  for  the  1976-1978  time  period. 
More  importantly,  the  Commission  took 
certain  steps  to  ensure  that  all  available 
telecommunications  facilities  would  be 
efficiently  utilized.  First,  the  activation 
period  was  specifically  limited  to  two 
years  in  order  to  guard  against  the  cable 
being  so  heavily  loaded  during  its  early 
years  of  operation  that  any  shortfall  in 
circuit  demand  requirements  would 
have  to  be  borne  solely  by  satellite 
facilities.^  In  addition,  the  Commission 
specified  that  the  current  level  of 
satellite  utilization  should  be 
maintained  as  a  minimum,  and  the 
deloading  of  satellite  circuits  onto  cable 
facilities  would  not  be  permitted.  The 
Commission  also  prescribed  a  method 
for  dealing  with  any  shortfall  in  circuit 
projections  that  would  not  result  in  the 
satellite  becoming  further  underutilized. 
Under  the  Commission’s  method,  if  a 
carrier  failed  to  activate  its  total  number 
of  satellite  circuits  projected  for  a 
particular  year,  it  could  not  activate  any 
additional  TRANSPAC-2  cable  circuits 
for  the  following  year. 

8.  Balanced  against  the  Commission’s 
concern  with  the  efficient  utilization  of 
facilities  in  the  Pacific  region  has  been 
the  desire  to  allow  the  carriers  the 
greatest  degree  of  flexibility  consistent 
with  established  policies  and  guidelines. 
To  that  end,  the  Commission  refused  to 
express  a  preference  for  a  particular 
overall  ratio  of  cable  to  satellite  circuit 
utilization.  Rather  than  restrict  the 
carriers  to  such  a  rigid  requirement,  the 
Commission  noted  that  particular  levels 
of  satellite  utilization  would  be  viewed 
on  a  country-by-country  basis,  since 
usage  is  dependent  on  such  factors  as 
distance,  cost  and  national  security 
considerations.® 

9.  Upon  reconsideration  of  the 
activation  order,*  the  Commission 
removed  the  proscription  against 
deloading  satellite  circuits  onto  cable.  In 

‘AT&T  et  a!.,  62  F.C.C.  2d  350  (1976). 

'Ibid,  at  354. 

*43F.CC2dat523. 

•AT&T  et  al.,  65  F.CC  2d  944  (1977). 
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addition,  the  Commission  permitted  the 
carriers  to  have  their  activation  plans 
considered  on  either  an  aggregate  or 
point-by-point  basis.  Essentially,  the 
aggregate  approach  focuses  on  the  total 
number  of  circuits  projected  for  all 
points  and  whether  those  totals  have 
been  met,  regardless  of  the  particular 
utilization  to  specified  points.  Under  the 
point-by-point  approach,  emphasis  is 
placed  on  the  particular  utilization  mix 
of  circuits  between  cable  and  satellite  to 
a  given  point. 

10.  This  utilization  policy  and 
activation  process  is  still  in  effect 
subject  to  a  few  minor  modifications. 

Due  to  the  significant  grow’th  in  traffic 
experienced  by  the  American  Telephone 
and  Telegraph  Company  (AT&T)  in  the 
Pacific  region  over  the  past  two  years, 
our  regular  two  year  activation  scheme 
has  been  unable  to  keep  pace  with 
AT&T's  need  for  additional  circuits.  In 
early  1979,  AT&T  notified  us  that  it  has 
exhausted  its  total  number  of  circuits 
scheduled  for  activation  in  1979,  and 
temporary  authority  was  granted  to 
permit  AT&T  to  activate  its  1980 
allotment  of  circuits  in  1979.  AT&T's 
currently  authorized  activation  plan 
extends  through  year-end  1981, ’“while 
the  activation  authority  for  the 
Hawaiian  Telephone  Co.  and  the 
International  Record  Carriers”  extends 
through  1982.’® 

11.  Recent  Developments  in  the  Region 

11.  Currently,  communications 
between  the  United  States  and  various 
countries  in  the  Pacific  region  are 
accomplished  through  use  of  the 
l.\TELSAT-IV  satellite  (and  an  in-orbit 
spare]  and  two  trans-Pacific  cables 
which  inter-connect  with  various 
regional  cable  systems.  The  Pacific 
INTELSAT  IV  satellite  has  a  capacity  of 
4,000  voice-grade  circuits  (8,000  half¬ 
circuits]  and  is  approximately  60%  filled. 
Historically,  the  Pacific  region  has  been 
served  by  satellites  whose  capacities 
were  no  longer  sufficient  for  use  in  other 
regions.  For  example,  the  current/ 
INTELSAT  rv  reaches  the  end  of  its 
design  life  in  1981/82,  at  which  time  the 
Indian  Ocean  INTELSAT  IV-A  satellite 
with  a  capacity  of  6,000  voice-grade 
circuits  (12,000  half-circuits]  will  be 


"’See,  American  Telephone  and  Telephone 
Company.  File  Nos.  I-P-C-76,  76-A.  F.C.C.  80T-9. 
released  December  17, 1980. 

"The  International  Record  Carriers  operating  via 
cable  in  the  Pacific  Region  at  this  time,  consists  of 
ITT  World  Communications  Inc.,  RCA  Global 
Communications.  Inc.,  and  Western  Union 
International,  Inc. 

"See., ITT  World  Communications  Inc.,  File  Nos.. 
I-T-C-sisS  el  al,  Mimco  No.  05714.  released 
january  14. 1981  and  Hawaiian  Telephone 
Company,  File  No.  I-P-C-52.  Mimeo  No.  06057, 
released  January  4, 1981. 


moved  into  the  region  for  use  until  it 
reaches  the  end  of  its  design  life. 
Therefore,  decisions  concerning  the 
choice  among  alternative  satellite  design 
(and  capacity]  options  are  driven  largely 
by  the  requirements  for  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  region — ^the  largest  traffic  stream 
which  is  responsible  for  using  up  the 
available  capacity  on  the  current 
generation  of  satellites  first.  This  implies 
that  facilities  planning  issues  regarding 
satellites  in  the  Pacific  region  will  be 
restricted  largely  to  the  utilization  of 
available  facilities  vis-a-vis  cable 
facilities.  The  first  trans-Pacific  cable. 
TRANSPAC-1,  has  a  capacity  of  142 
voice-grade  circuits  and  is  filled.  The 
HAWAII-3/TRANSPAC-2  Cable 
System  has  a  capacity  of  845  voice- 
grade  circuits  and  is  composed  of  three 
segments;  Mainland-Hawaii,  Hawaii- 
Guam  and  Guam-Okinawa.  In  order  to 
provide  communications  via  cable  to 
many  of  the  countries  in  the  region, 
connecting  cable  systems  must  be  used 
which  interconnect  with  the  HAWAII- 
3/TRANSPAC-2  system  on  either 
Hawaii,  Guam  or  Okinawa.  Thus,  in 
order  to  provide  service  from  the  United 
States  to  countries  in  the  region, 
capacity  must  be  available  in  each 
segment  of  the  HAWAII-3/ 
TRANSPAC-2  system  and  each  segment 
of  the  connecting  cable  being  used. 

12.  Until  recently,  there  was  a 
problem  with  capacity  in  the  connecting 
cable  facilities  used  to  extend  the 
HAWAII-3/TRANSPAC-2  system 
beyond  Okinawa.  The  cables  previously 
utilized  for  this  purpose  were  low 
capacity  and  either  became  saturated  or 
reached  the  end  of  their  design  lives.  To 
remedy  this  situation,  several  Pacific 
administrations  have  combined  to  plan 
and  construct  various  regional  cable 
systems  which  serve  to  interconnect 
neighboring  countries  and  to  extend  the 
HAWAII-3/TRANSPAC-2  system 
beyond  Okinawa.**  Prior  to  the 
construction  of  these  systems,  all  growth 
of  traffic  to  places  such  as  Hong  Kong, 
the  Philippines,  Taiwan,  and  Singapore 
had  to  be  accommodated  through  use  of 
satellite  facilities.  U.S.  carriers  have 
been  authorized  to  acquire  circuits  in 
these  cable  systems  on  an  indefeasible- 
right-of-user  (IRU]  basis.  However,  the 
investment  has  been  limited  to  those 
circuits  which  the  carriers  propose  to 
use  in  accordance  with  their  authorized 
activation  proposals. 

13.  There  are  currently  two  areas  of 
shortage  in  cable  circuit  capacity  in  the 


"The  recently  constructed  cable  systems  in  the 
Pacific  region  connect  the  following  locations: 
Okinawa-Taiwan  (OKITAI):  Okinawa-Luzon-IIong 
Kong  (OLUHO):  Taiwan-Guam  (TAIGU);  and 
Taiwan-Luzon  (TAILU);  and  Philippines-Singaporc- 
Indoncsia-Malaysia-Thailand  (ASEAN). 


region.  The  first  is  in  the  HAWAII-3 
Cable.  Because  of  Hawaii's  unique 
status  as  a  domestic  service  point  and  a 
transiting  point  for  international  traffic 
routed  via  cable  facilities,  circuits  in  the 
HAWAII-3  Cable  are  used  for  domestic 
and  international  traffic.  As  a  result, 
there  is  currently  a  shortage  of  available 
cable  circuits  between  the  U.S. 

Mainland  and  Hawaii.  With  the  recent 
disposition  of  the  remaining  HAWAII-3 
pool  Circuits,  there  is  very  little  spare 
cable  circuit  capacity  which  has  not 
been  accoimted  for  under  the  carrier's 
presently  authorized  activation  plans. 
Without  additional  cable  circuit 
capacity  between  the  U.S.  Mainland  and 
Hawaii,  TRANSPAC-2  circuits 
designated  for  international  traffic 
terminating  in  or  originating  from  the 
U.S.  Mainland  will  dead-end  in  Hawaii, 
and  all  future  growth  of  traffic  will  be 
routed  via  satellite  facilities.  Moreover, 
all  additional  domestic  traffic  destined 
for  Hawaii  will  have  to  be  routed  via 
domestic  satellite  facilities. 

14.  The  second  area  of  shortage  in 
existing  cable  facilities  is  between 
Hawaii  and  Australia.  Service  via  cable 
between  the  U.S.  Mainland  and 
Australia  is  currently  provided  by  using 
existing  U.S.  Mainland-Hawaii  cables 
and  the  COMP  AC  cable  between 
Hawaii  and  Australia.  The  COMPAC 
cable  was  placed  in  service  in  1963  and 
reaches  the  end  of  its  design  life  in  1983. 
To  prepare  for  this  eventuality,  the 
Commonwealth  group,  consisting  of 
Canada,  New  Zealand,  Australia  and 
Hong  Kong,  has  planned  the  Australia- 
Canada  (ANZCAN]  cable,  which  is 
currently  scheduled  for  operation  in 
1983.  ’*  As  proposed,  this  cable  will  have 
a  terminus  on  Hawaii  and  continue 
north  to  Canada.  Having  a  terminal 
point  in  Hawaii  would  allow  U.S. 
carriers  the  option  of  accessing  the 
ANZCAN  Cable  in  much  the  same 
manner  as  the  COMPAC  Cable  for 
service  to  Australia,  provided  there  is 
available  cable  capacity  between  the 
U.S.  Mainland  and  Hawaii. 
Alternatively,  the  U.S.  carriers  could 
access  the  ANZCAN  cable  system 
directly  via  a  domestic  landline 
connection  with  Canada.  Under  such  a 
facilities  utilization  arrangement,  traffic 
destined  for  the  U.S.  Mainland  via  cable 
would  use  the  TRANSPAC-2  or 
ANZCAN  Cable  to  Hawaii,  interconnect 
with  the  northern  segment  of  the 
ANZCAN  Cable  in  Hawaii,  continue 
north  over  ANZCAN  to  Vancouver, 


"American  Telephone  and  Telegraph,  et  al.  File  . 
Nos.  l-P-C-63  et  al,  F.C.C.  80T-9,  Released 
December  17, 1980. 

"The  cable  will  also  have  terminal  points  in  New 
Zealand,  and  Fiji. 
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Canada,  transit  Canada  and  terminate 
in  the  United  States.  Traffic  originating 
on  the  U.S.  Mainland  would  utilize  the 
same  facilities  arrangement  in  reverse. 

15.  The  use  of  the  ANZCAN  cable  for 
international  traffic,  either  destined  for 
or  originating  on  the  U.S.  Mainland,  as 
well  as  domestic  traffic  destined  for 
Hawaii,  would  alleviate  the  problem  of 
a  shortage  of  cable  circuit  capacity 
between  the  U.S.  Mainland  and  Hawaii. 
This  could  be  used  as  an  alternative  to 
the  construction  of  another  cable 
between  the  U.S.  Mainland  and  Hawaii 
in  the  near  term. 

16.  It  is  our  understanding  that  a 
substantial  cable  facilities  planning 
effort  has  already  been  undertaken  in 
the  Pacific  region.  This  effort  has 
included  as  participants  the  U.S. 
international  service  carriers  operating 
in  the  region  and  their  Pacific 
correspondents.  It  is  our  desire  to 
incorporate  into  our  proposed  process 
the  planning  work  that  has  already  been 
completed,  and  also  to  include  the 
planning  input  of  Comsat  and  other 
interested  entities  that  have  not  been  a 
party  to  the  planning  work  already 
undertaken  in  the  region. 

III.  Scope  of  the  Issues  and  Criteria  for 
Evaluation 

17.  The  scope  of  this  Inquiry  is 
expected  to  include  an  assessment  of 
currently  operating  facilities  in  the 
region,  with  a  comparison  of  actual  use 
relative  to  available  capacity  and  design 
life.  This  should  encompass  cable 
systems  in  operation,  international 
satellite  facilities,  and  domestic  satellite 
facilities  capable  of  serving  Hawaii  and 
other  U.S.  points  in  the  region.^* The 
Inquiry  is  also  expected  to  consider  a 
full  range  of  facilities  alternatives 
capable  of  meeting  projected  traffic 
demands  through  year-end  1995.  It  is 
reasonable  to  expect  that  the  first  phase 
of  the  proceeding  will  focus  on  near 
term  facility  requirements — those 
facilities  expected  to  be  in  operation  by 
the  mid  1980’s.  All  available 
transmission  media  and  viable 
technological  designs  should  be 
considered,  as  well  as  techniques  for 
circuit  multiplication  and  other  methods 
for  enhancing  the  efficiency  of  a  facility. 
We  also  intend  to  address  the  issue  of 
facilities  use  and  loading,  as  well  as  the 
restoration  of  service  following  a 
facilities  failure. 

18.  In  Docket  No.  18875.  the 
Commission  released  a  Statement  of 


‘“To  the  extent  that  U.S.  carriers  serving  tiawaii 
can  use  domestic  satellite  instead  of  cable  to  meet 
part  of  their  domestic  service  requirements,  the 
potential  exists  for  lessening  the  burden  on  existing 
us  well  as  future  Mainland-Hawaii  cable  facilities. 


Policy  and  Guidelines  "  which  set  forth 
the  general  policies  to  be  followed  in  our 
licensing  of  facilities  in  the  North 
Atlantic  region  during  the  1970’s.  We 
believe  that  these  policies  set  forth 
below  are  also  applicable  to  the 
proposed  licensing  of  facilities  in  the 
Pacific  region. 

(a)  The  public  interest  requires  that 
we  promote  the  continued  development 
of  both  cable  and  satellite  technologies 
and  their  most  effective  and  timely 
applications  to  meet  future  requirements 
for  international  communications 
services: 

(b)  the  public  interest  also  requires 
that  we  authorize  the  most  modem  and 
effective  facilities  available  via  both 
cable  and  satellite  technology  with  due 
regard  for  efficiency,  economy,  diversity 
and  redundancy; 

(c)  The  public  interest  and  due  regard 
for  the  concerns  of  the  Administrations 
which  operate  the  foreign  end  of  cables 
require  that  care  should  be  taken  to 
minimize  the  need  for  imposing  artificial 
formulae  to  govern  the  distribution  of 
traffic  among  available  media;  and 

(d)  The  public  interest  requires  that 
the  economies  available  from  each 
advance  in  technology  be  reflected  in 
charges  for  service. 

Thus,  we  believe  that  the  appropriate 
course  for  us  to  follow  is  ta  provide  the 
U.S.  carriers  and  Comsat  with  general 
policy  guidelines  regarding  the  choice 
and  use  of  major  facilities  instead  of 
stating  a  preference  for  a  particular 
facilities  construction  and  utilization 
plan.  We  intend  those  guidelines  to 
define  a  range  of  acceptable 
alternatives.  The  range  defined  should 
be  narrow  enough  to  protect  the  U.S. 
•public  from  the  consequences  of 
excessive  or  inadequate  facilities 
investment;  yet,  it  should  be  broad 
enough  to  allow  sufficient  flexibility  for 
the  carriers  and  Comsat  to  vary  the 
introduction  of  such  facilities  to  meet 
the  uncertainties  inherent  in  the 
development  of  new  technologies, 
varying  demand  conditions,  and  the 
requirements  of  foreign  correspondents. 
Flexibility  in  our  policy  guidelines 
leaves  room  to  accommodate  our  foreign 
partners  and  promotes  the  attainment  of 
a  consf>nsus  among  the  sovereign 
nations  taking  an  active  part  in  facilities 
planning  for  the  Pacific  region. 

IV.  Pacific  Planning  Process 

19.  The  proposed  planning  process  in 
the  Pacific  region  will  not  duplicate  that 
conducted  in  the  North  Atlantic.  **  As  a 


■’Overseas  Communications,  30  F.CC.  2d  571 
(1971). 

"The  North  Atlantic  planning  process  involves 
an  internal  United  States  policy  proceeding  pursued 


result  of  being  able  to  draw  upon  the 
planning  work  that  has  already  been 
undertaken  in  the  Pacific,  and  given  the 
U.S.  Congress'  desire  to  keep 
Commission  expenditures  at  a  minimum, 
we  expect  our  role  to  be  restricted 
principally  to  the  compilation  and 
evaluation  of  a  record.  This  will  consist 
in  part  of  the  planning  information 
developed  jointly  by  the  USISC  and 
foreign  correspondents  in  the  Pacific.  It 
will  also  include  additional  relevant 
information  supplied  by  the  USISC. 
Comsat  and  other  interested  parties. 

This  is  in  contrast  to  the  North  Atlantic 
planning  process  in  which  the 
Commission  participated  directly  with 
the  carriers,  Comsat  and  the  foreign 
correspondents  in  developing  the  basic 
planning  data  and  exchanging 
information  directly  with  interested 
foreign  entities  on  a  regular  basis. 

20.  Even  though  the  proposed 
planning  period  for  this  proceeding  is 
1981-1995,  we  expect  the  first  phase  of 
the  process  to  focus  on  issues  related  to 
facilities  expected  to  be  operational  by 
the  mid-1980’s.  However,  these  near 
term  facilities  issues  will  be  examined 
within  the  context  of  data  and 
information  for  the  entire  planning 
period.  We  intend  to  conduct  this  first 
phase  of  the  proceeding  on  an  expedited 
basis  with  stafi  resources  and  travel 
expenses  kept  to  a  minimum,  and  would 
expect  that  it  would  be  completed 
within  approximately  one  year, 
culminating  in  the  issuance  of  policy 
guidelines  related  to  the  facilities 
expected  to  be  operational  by  the  mid- 
1980's.  The  proceeding  will  remain  open 
following  the  issuance  of  the  first  set  of 
guidelines  in  order  that  subsequent 
phases  may  consider  the  remaining 
issues  related  to  facilities  requirements 
for  the  latter  part  of  the  planning  period 
(from  the  mid-1980’s  to  1995). 

21.  We  directifg  the  staff  under 
delegated  i  .ithority  to  hold  a  series  of 
public  meetings  at  the  Commission’s 
offices  with  all  interested  parties  for  the 
purpose  of  expeditiously  obtaining  the 
planning  information  deemed  necessary 
to  compile  a  full  and  complete  record  in 
this  proceeding.  Upon  completion  of  the 
record  compilation  procesi,  we  expect 


independently  of,  but  in  parallel  with,  an 
international  exchange  of  planning  information  and 
policy  views.  The  forum  for  the  informal 
international  exchange  of  information  has  become 
Known  as  the  North  Atlantic  Consultative  Process. 
The  Consultative  Process  evolved  from  an  exchange 
of  views  among  the  United  States  carriers,  this 
Commission,  United  States  Department  of  State  and 
the  United  States  Department  of  Commerce/ 
National  Telecommunications  and  Information 
Administration,  the  CEPT  (an  organization 
representing  26  European  countries)  and  Teleglohe/ 
Canada. 
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to  initiate  the  rulemaking  stage  of  this 
proceeding. 

22.  In  accordance  with  sound 
administrative  practice  and  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
551  etseq.],  we  invite  public 
participation  by  all  interested  parties  in 
the  form  of  written  comments  on  any 
and  all  issues  raised  in  this  Notice.  We 
are  specifically  requesting  public 
comment  on  the  following:  (1)  The  need 
for  a  Pacific  planning  process;  (2)  the 
appropriateness  of  the  mechansim 
outlined  in  the  Notice;  (3)  other 
mechanisms,  within  the  Commission’s 
resource  capability,  that  should  be 
considered.  We  also  invite  interested 
parties  to  participate  in  the  public 
meetings  to  be  held  for  the  purpose  of 
compiling  a  record  in  this  proceeding. 

23.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered, 
pursuant  to  Sections  4(i),  214  and  413  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  47 
U.S.C.  154{i),  214  and  413  (1970),  and 
Section  201  [cj  of  the  Communications 
Satellite  Act  of  1962,  47  U.S.C.  801 
(1970),  that: 

(A)  The  American  Telephone  and 
Telegraph  Company,  the 
Communications  Satellite  Corporation, 
ITT  World  Communications  Inc.,  RCA 
Global  Communications,  Inc.,  the 
Hawaiian  Telephone  Company,  and 
Western  Union  International,  Inc.,  are 
hereby  made  parties  to  the  inquiry  in  the 
above-captioned  matter.  We  also  will 
consider  requests  by  other  interested 
entities  to  be  made  a  party  to  this 
proceeding. 

(B)  Comments  and'reply  comments 
shall  be  filed  according  to  the  following 
schedule: 

Comments:  July  15, 1981. 

Reply  Comments:  July  30, 1981. 

24.  It  is  further  ordered  that  the 
Commission’s  staff  is  hereby  delegated 
authority  to  expeditiously  compile  a  full 
and  complete  record  in  this  proceeding. 
The  staff  shall  hold  public  meetings  at 
the  Commission’s  offices  from  time  to 
time,  as  may  be  necessary,  to  obtain 
information  deemed  necessary  to 
develop  such  a  record. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17583  Filed  8-11-81: 8:45  am| 
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47  CFR  Parts  2  and  73 

[BC  Docket  No.  81-352;  FCC  81-2581 

Use  of  the  Subsidiary  Communications 
Authorization  for  Utility  Load 
Management 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 


action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  proposes  to 
amend  its  rules  to  permit  an  FM 
Subsidiary  Communications 
Authorization  (SCA)  to  be  used  to 
transmit  broadcast  signals  for  Utility 
Load  Management  purposes.  Such  a  use 
could  aid  efficient  utilization  of  national 
energy  resources  but  is  presently 
prohibited.  If  permitted,  this  technique 
would  use  a  broadcast  signal  to 
alleviate  fuel  demand  during  peak 
periods  or  at  times  of  severe  shortages 
by  turning  off  certain  appliances  of 
utility  customers,  by  redistributing  fuel 
demand  from  one  fuel  to  another  and 
through  its  use  for  multi-rate  metering. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  bled  on  or 
before  July  8, 1981,  and  replies  on  or- 
before  July  23, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Mail  comments  to  Federal 
Communications  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

Comments  may  be  hand  delivered  to 
the  office  of  William  J.  Tricarico, 
Secretary,  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Room  222, 1919  M  Street, 
Northwest,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Norman  Plotkin,  Broadcast  (202)  632- 
6302. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§§  73.293  and  2.106  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  Concerning  Use  of  the  Subsidiary 
Communications  Authorization  for 
Utility  Load  Management,  BC  Docket 
No.  81-352. 

Adopted:  May  21, 1981. 

Released:  June  8, 1981. 

By  the  Comniission:  Chairman  Fowler 
abstaining  from  voting;  Commissioner 
Jones  absent. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  a 
proposed  amendment  of  its  FM 
subcarrier  rules  under  its  Subsidiary 
Communications  Authorization  (SCA). 
The  proposed  change  permits  the  use  of 
a  subcarrier  signal  for  utility  load 
management  purposes.  Signals 
broadcast  on  SCA’s  can  trigger  switches 
to  turn  off  certain  appliances  of  utility 
customers  and  provide  a  means  for 
multi-rate  metering  through  the 
controlled  use  of  two  or  more  watt-hour 
meter  registers.  These  and  similar 
applications  foster  a  better  utilization  of 
the  nation’s  energy  resources. 

2.  The  proposed  amendment  is 
required  because  the  Commission’s  FM 
SCA  rules  at  §  73.293  limit  FM 
subsidiary  service  use  to  the 
transmission  of  programs  which  are  of  a 
broadcast  nature  and  transmission  of 
signals  which  are  directly  related  to  the 
operation  of  FM  stations. 


3.  In  the  Commission’s  Report  and 
Order  in  Docket  No.  12517,  released 
May  9, 1960, 19  RR  1619  (1960),  the 
source  of  the  above  rules,  we  reasoned 
that  allowing  FM  broadcasters  to 
provide  subcarrier  services  basically 
unrelated  to  broadcast  operation  would 
not  serve  the  public  interest.  The 
reasoning  was  that  (a)  expansion  of 
such  uses  would  “tend  to  foreclose  in 
many  communities  the  future 
development  of  FM  stereophonic 
broadcasting,”  (b)  juch  services  “would 
cause  serious  and  unwarranted  financial 
hardship  to  many  liensees  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Radio  Services,”  (c) 
such  use  “would  amount  to  a  de  facto 
reallocation  of  broadcast  frequencies” 
to  non-broadcast  uses.  Subsequently  in 
its  1975  Report  and  Order  in  Docket  No, 
20012,  32  RR  2d  11551  (1975),  the 
Commission  amended  its  rules  to  permit 
the  transmission  of  visual  program 
material  (§  73.293(b)  of  the  rules). 

4.  In  the  case  of  utility  load 
management  uses,  we  now  believe  it  is 
clearly  in  the  public  interest  to  allow 
such  usage.  First,  for  most  FM 
broadcasters,  stereophonic  broadcasting 
is  standard  procedure  and  we  think  it 
highly  unlikely  that  such  broadcasting 
will  be  seriously  affected  by  permitting 
load  management  uses  on  SCA’s. 

Second,  the  more  efficient  use  of 
spectrum  reduces  the  cost  of  using  our 
nation’s  scarce  resources  and  alleviates 
the  demands  on  other  services.  Thus, 
this  mining  of  unused  resources  creates 
beneficial  effects  for  society  and  is  more 
important  than  the  narrow  interests  of 
similar  types  of  services.  Although  this 
action  would  allow  nonbroadcast  use  of 
the  spectrum,  it  would  have  little  or  no 
impact  on  broadcast  use. 

5.  Since  the  mid  1970’s,  conservation 
of  energy  has  become  of  extreme 
importance  to  our  nation.  Great  amounts 
of  effort  and  funds  are  being  expended 
by  the  government  and  by  private 
parties  toward  the  improvement  of 
energy  utilization  in  order  to  decrease 
the  dependence  of  the  United  States  on 
foreign  fuels.  Thejermission  to  use 
subcarrier  signals  as  part  of  this 
important  effort,  as  would  be  the  case  in 
its  use  for  Utility  Load  Management, 
appears  clearly  to  warrant  altering  the 
Commission’s  “non-broadcast”  SCA  rule 
limitation.^ 


‘  The  Commission  is  concerned  with  the  overall 
efficiency  of  spectrum  usage  under  present 
permissible  SCA  uses.  The  Commission  does  not 
wish  to  see  existing  spectrum  wasted  because  of 
over  restrictive  rules  requiring  allowable  usage.  Due 
to  advances  in  the  technical  art,  it  is  also 
conceivable  that  the  present  subcarriers  in  use  on 
an  FM  channel  may  ultimately  be  expanded  and 
offer  still  more  available  spectrum.  Furthermore,  as 

Continued 
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6.  A  subcarriers  signal  can  currently 
be  used  in  any  of  three  ways  to  alleviate 
demands  for  particular  fuels  during  peak 
periods  or  at  times  of  severe  fuel 
shortages.  First,  the  SCA  can  be  used  as 
a  switch  tp  turn  off  certain  users’ 
equipment  which  consumes  a  particular 
fuel.  Secondly,  the  SCA  can 
automatically  switch  users  from  one 
type  of  equipment  to  another  in  order  to 
redistribute  fuel  demands  from  one  fuel 
to  another.  The  third  alternative  is  to 
use  the  SCA  to  switch  the  metering  of  a 
particular  fuel  during  certain  periods. 
Such  metering  changes  allow  the  utility 
to  charge  higher  rates  for  a  fuel  during 
certain  time  periods.  Thus  price  pressure 
can  be  used  as  a  means  of  discouraging 
demands  for  a  particular  fuel  during 
heavy  use  periods  or  during  severe 
shortage  periods.  All  three  of  these  uses 
of  an  SCA  serve  to  further  the  goal  of 
conserving  energy  by  using  it  more 
efficiently.  This  saving  can  be 
substantial.  In  terms  of  residential  use 
alone,  there  are  presently  about  93 
million  units  (primarily  water  heaters 
and  air  conditioners]  capable  of  being 
remotely  controlled  by  agreement 
between  the  utility  and  user.  The 
Commission  is  therefore  proposing  to 
amend  its  rules  to  include  utility  load 
management  as  a  permissible 
commercial  use  of  SCA.  We  propose 
that  the  existing  SCA  authorization 
procedures  and  technical  operating 
requirements  will  apply  to  this 
extension.  We  solicit  comments  on  this 
proposal. 

7.  While  we  believe  the  intended 
application  noted  above  is  a  very 
efficient  and  beneficial  usage  of  the 
spectrum,  the  Commission  is  also  aware 
its  permitted  use,  in  effect,  does  alter  the 
categorical  purity  of  the  FM 
broadcasting  spectrum  allocation  in  the 
Table  of  Frequency  Allocations  (§  2.106 
of  the  Rules).  While  the  present  change 
in  only  minor,  an  unlimited  number  of 
other  such  alterations  could  result  in  a 
more  complex  Table  which  may  have 
the  potential  of  adversely  affecting  the 
Table's  administration.  This  is  a  factor 
that  the  Commission  will  take  into 
account.  The  Commission  understands 
how  the  broad  accommodation  of 
services  in  the  Table  based  on  technical 
feasibility  can  introduce  complexities  in 
the  process  of  spectrum  management 
particularly  in  the  coordination  of 


presently  written,  our  rules  proscribe  any  SCA  use 
while  the  FM  station  is  not  broadcasting  and  results 
in  an  additional  nonuse  of  otherwise  available 
spectrum.  In  view  of  these  and  other  dynamic 
changes  affecting  SCA  capability,  we  are 
contemplating,  in  the  near  future,  a  separate 
proceeding  to  view  overall  SCA  usage  and  assess 
the  desirability  of  expanding  the  permissible  uses  of 
an  SCA. 


assignments,  and  such  complexities 
must  be  compared  to  the  beneHts  which 
derive  from  the  increased  spectrum  use. 
We,  therefore,  are  interested  in 
exploring  such  impacts  and  ask  for 
comments  addressed  to  this  matter. 

8.  Pursuant  to  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980,  the  Commission 
finds  as  follows: 

/.  Reason  for  action — 

It  appears  that  the  use  of  SCA 
subcarrier  signals  as  a  Utility  Load 
Management  technique  could  improve 
the  nation’s  utilization  of  energy  and 
thus  be  in  the  public  interest,  but  is 
presently  prohibited  by  Commission  rule 
73.293. 

II.  The  objective — 

The  Commission  proposed  to  exempt 
Utility  Load  Management  use  of  the  FM 
subcarrier  signal  from  the  “non¬ 
broadcast”  prohibition  of  rule  73.293  in 
order  to  make  this  technique  available 
to  advance  a  more  efHcient  utilization  of 
the  nation’s  scare  energy  resources. 

III.  Legal  basis — 

Action  as  proposed  is  in  furtherance 
of  Section  303  of  the  Communication  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  which  charges  the 
Commission  to  explore  new  and 
improved  uses  of  radio. 

IV.  Description,  potential  impact  and 
number  of  small  entities  affected — 

The  exemption  of  Utility  Load 
Management  from  the  Commission’s 
“non-broadcast”  prohibition  could  be 
expected  to  have  a  beneHcial  effect  on 
most  parties  wishing  to  use,  or  receiving 
use  from  the  technique.  The  proposed 
change  is  permissive,  authorizing  a  use 
but  not  requiring  it.  The  rule  change 
would  have  its  direct  effect  on  FM 
stations  (4374  stations  as  of  12/31/80)  by 
enabling  them,  if  they  wish,  to  rent  out 
subcarrier  spectrum  to  utilities  wishing 
to  use  it.  At  present  they  rent  them  out 
only  for  broadcast-like  uses.  The  next 
effect  would  be  on  these  utilities,  most 
of  which  are  small  entities  (1900 
municipal  systems,  900  imal  electric 
cooperatives],  and  then,  of  course,  on 
their  customers.  The  number  of  these 
entities  that  may  be  ejected,  while 
unknown,  is  expected  to  be  substantial. 
However,  it  is  doubtful  that  this  effect 
will  be  of  any  significant  nature  to  the 
great  majority.  This  is  particularly  true 
since  the  FM  subcarrier  technique  the 
Commission  is  considering  is  only  one  of 
a  number  of  methods  available  to  carry 
out  Utility  Load  Management.  Its  actual 
use  and  the  degree  of  impact  in  the 
marketplace  and  on  small  entities  must 
await  empirical  evidence.  Nevertheless 
the  Commission  felt  its  potential  impact 
warranted  conducting  this  analysis. 
Following  is  a  listing  by  description  and 
potential  impact  this  rule  change  may 
have  on  small  entities. 


1.  Small  business,  small  not-for-profit 
organizations  and  small  government 
jurisdictions,  in  general,  may  have  lower 
energy  costs  where  they  agree  to  have 
certain  appliances  shut  off  during  peak 
demand  periods  or  at  times  of  severe 
fuel  shortages,  and  where  they 
redistribute  their  energy  usage  to  newly 
available  low  price  periods. 

2.  Small  businesses,  small  not-for- 
proHt  organizations  and  small 
government  jurisdictions,  in  general, 
may  have  higher  energy  cost  if  their 
energy  use  remains  unchanged  during 
higher  cost  peak  periods  where  multi¬ 
rate  metering  is  put  into  operation. 

3.  Any  small  government  jurisdiction 
which  receives  revenue  by  taxing  local 
energy  may  lose  revenue  as  energy  use 
decreases. 

4.  Any  small  business  that  currently 
uses  FM  subcarrier  signals  for  functional 
music  programs  or  similar  commercial 
purposes  may  be  negatively  affected  if 
this  new  use  results  in  increased 
competition  and  higher  subcarrier  rental 
prices.  It  should  be  noted  that  the 
spectrum  requirement  of  Utility  Load 
Management  is  very  small  and  may  not 
interfere  with  such  uses. 

5.  Small  FM  stations  that  rent  out  their 
subcarrier  spectrum  to  utilities  for  this 
use  would  gain  additional  revenue. 

6.  Small  businesses  iii  the  electronics 
field  who  participate  in  the  expected 
increase  demand  for  radio  and  related 
equipment  required  by  this  Utility  Load 
Management  technique  should  be 
benebted  by  the  additional  business. 

In  summary,  the  proposed  action  , 
would  be  expected  to  improve  efficiency 
and  to  have  a  positive  effect  on  almost 
all  parties  affected  by  it  and  to  have  no 
know  significant  deleterious  effect  on 
small  entities. 

V.  Recording,  recordkeeping  and 
other  compliance  requirements:  None. 

VI.  Federal  rules  which  overlap, 
duplicate  or  conflict  with  this  rule: 

None. 

Vn.  Any  significant  alternatives 
minimizing  impact  on  small  entities  and 
consistent  witii  stated  objectives. 

The  Commission’s  alternative  is  to 
maintain  the  staus  quo  and  not 
authorize  SCA  use  for  Utility  Load 
Management.  This  alternative  would  not 
accomplish  the  beneficial  objective 
sought  in  this  rule  making. 

9.  For  the  purposes  of  this  non- 
restricted  notice  and  comment  rule 
making  proceeding,  members  of  the 
public  are  advised  that  ex  parte  contact 
are  permitted  from  the  time  the 
Commission  adopts  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  until  the  time  a 
public  notice  is  issued  stating  that  a 
substantive  disposition  of  the  matter  is 
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to  be  considered  at  a  forthcoming 
meeting  or  until  a  final  Order  disposing 
of  the  matter  is  adopted  by  the 
Commission,  whichever  is  earlier.  In 
general,  an  ex  parte  presentation  is  any 
written  or  oral  communication  {other 
than  formal  written  comment/pleadings 
and  formal  oral  arguments)  between  a 
person  outside  the  Commission  and  a 
Commissioner  or  a  member  of  the 
Commission’s  staff  which  addresses  the 
merits  of  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
who  submits  a  written  ex  parte 
presentation  must  serve  a  copy  of  that 
presentation  on  the  Commission’s 
Secretary  for  inclusion  in  the  public  file. 
Any  person  who  makes  an  oral  ex  parte 
presentation  addressing  matters  not 
fully  covered  in  any  previously-filed 
written  summary  of  that  presentation; 
on  the  day  of  oral  presentation,  that 
written  summary  must  be  served  on  the 
Commission’s  Secretary  for  inclusion  in 
the  public  Tile,  with  a  copy  to  the 
Commission  ofHcial  receiving  the  oral 
presentation.  Each  ex  parte  presentation 
described  above  must  state  on  its  face 
that  the  Secretary  has  been  served,  and 
must  also  state  by  docket  number  the 
proceeding  to  which  it  related.  See 
generally,  §  1.1231  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  47  CFR  1.1231. 

10.  This  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  is  issued  pursuant  to  authority 
contained  in  Sections  4(i]  and  303  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  Interested  parties  may  file 
comments  on  or  before  July  8, 1981,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  July  23, 
1981.  All  relevant  and  timely  comments 
filed  in  response  to  this  Notice  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission.  In 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of 

§  1.419  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  an 
original  and  five  copies  of  all  comments, 
replies,  briefs  and  other  documents  Hied 
in  this  proceeding  shall  be  furnished  the 
Commission.  Further,  members  of  the 
general  public  who  wish  to  participate 
informally  in  the  proceeding  may  submit 
one  copy  of  their  comments,  specifying 
the  docket  number  in  the  heading.  In 
reaching  its  decision,  the  Commission 
may  take  into  consideration  information 
and  ideas  not  contained  in  the 
comments,  provided  that  such 
information  or  a  writing  indicating  the 
nature  and  source  of  such  information  is 
placed  in  the  public  file,  and  provided 
the  fact  of  the  Commission’s  reliance  on 
such  information  is  noted  in  the  Report 
and  Order. 

11. All  filings  made  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  available  for  examination  by 
interested  parties  during  regular 
business  hours  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its 


headquarters,  1919  M  Street,  NW., 
Washington  D.C. 

12.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Norman  Plotkin, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  (202)  632-6302. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  307, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 
1082, 1083:  (47  U.S.C.  154,  303,  307)) 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  ).  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  Parts  2  and  73 
of  Chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS 
AND  RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS: 
GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

1.  In  §  2.106,  the  National  Table  of 
Frequency  Allocations  is  amended  by 
adding  footnote  designator  NG128  in 
column  7  in  the  band  88-108  MHz,  and 
in  the  list  of  footnotes  which  follow  the 
Table. 


§  2.106  Table  of  frequency  allocations. 


United  States 

Federal  Communications  Commission 

Band  Alloca- 
(MHz)  tion  col. 
col.  5  6 

Band 
(MHz) 
col.  7 

Services  col.  Class  of 

8  station  col.  9 

88-108..  NG . . 

..  88-108.... 

.  Broadcasting..  FM 

Broad¬ 

casting. 

.  (NG2). 

(US23) . 

rUS93» . 

(NG21).... 

*  *  * 

* 

NG128  In  the  band  88-108  MHz,  FM 
broadcast  licenses  or  permittees  may  be 
granted  a  Subsidiary  Communications 
Authorization  (SCA)  to  transmit  signals 
intended  for  utility  load  management. 
***** 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

2.  In  §  73.293,  Subsidiary 
Communications  Authorizations  is 
amended  by  revising  the  introductory 
text  of  paragraph  (a)  and  adding  the 
following  paragraph  (a)(3): 

§  73.293  Subsidiary  Communications 
Authorizations. 

(a)  An  FM  broadcast  licensee  or 
permittee  may  apply  for  a  Subsidiary 
Communications  Authorization  (SCA)  to 
provide  limited  types  of  subsidiary 
services  on  multiplex  basis.  Permissible 
uses  fall  within  one  or  more  of  the 
following  categories: 

(1)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 


(3)  Transmission  of  signals  intended 
for  utility  load  management. 
***** 

|FR  Doc.  81-17694  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 
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47  CFR  Part  22 

[CC  Docket  No.  81-350;  RM-3817;  FCC  81- 
253] 

Memphis,  Tenn.;  Added  to  the  Table  of 
Assignments  for  Air-Ground  Stations 
in  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile 
Radio  Service 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Communications 
Commission  proposes  to  assign  air- 
ground  channel  1  to  Memphis, 
Tennessee.  This  proposal  is  in  response 
to  a  petition  for  rulemaking  submitted 
by  Mobile/Comm,  Inc.  The  effect  of  this 
proposal  is  to  afford  reliable  air-ground 
communication  service  to  aircraft  flying 
in  the  Memphis  area. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  July  6, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  July  21, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ann  Stevens,  (202)  632-6450. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  regulation  is  not  significant 
under  E.0. 12044  and  that  a  Regulatory 
Analysis  is  not  required. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of 
§  22.521(b)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to 
add  Memphis,  Tennessee  to  the  table  of 
assignments  for  air-ground  stations  in 
the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service,  CC  Docket  No.  81-350,  RM- 
3817. 

Adopted:  May  21, 1981. 

Released:  June  5, 1981. 

By  the  Commission:  Chairman  Fowler 
abstaining  from  voting;  Commissioner  Jones 
absent. 

Summary 

1.  A  petition  for  rulemaking  was  filed 
by  Mobile/Comm,  Inc.,  proposing  the 
assignment  of  air-ground  Channel  1, 
frequency  454.950  MHz,  to  Memphis, 
Tennessee.  Notice  of  the  petition  was 
given  on  January  9, 1981  (Report  No. 
1266). 

Background 

2.  Section  22.521(a)  allocates  twelve 
frequency  pairs  for  assignment  to  land 
mobile  radio  systems  that  are 
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interconnected  to  the  nationwide  public 
landline  telephone  system  and  afford 
communication  service  to  airborne 
stations.  Section  22.521(b]  allocates  from 
one  to  four  of  these  frequency  pairs,  or 
working  channels,  to  specific  geographic 
locations.  That  subsection  also  provides 
that  base  stations  operating  on  these 
frequencies  must  be  within  25  miles  of 
the  location  specihed. 

3.  Memphis,  Tennessee  is  not  among 
the  locations  listed  in-§  22.521(b),  nor  is 
it  within  25  miles  of  any  of  the  other 
specified  locations.  Mobile/Comm  has 
requested  that  §  22.521(b)  be  amended 
by  adding  Memphis  to  the  list  of 
assignments  for  air-ground  stations.  This 
amendment  would  allow  an  air-ground 
station  to  be  operated  on  the  working 
frequency  454.950  MHz  (Channel  1)  and 
on  454.675  MHz  (the  nationwide 
signaling  channel)  within  25  miles  of 
Memphis.  ' 

4.  No  harmful  electrical  interference  is 
expected  to  result  from  this  amendment. 
The  nearest  co-channel  station 
assignments  and  their  distances  from 
Memphis  are:  Houston,  Texas,  471  miles; 
Chicago,  Illinois,  483  miles;  Salinas, 
Kansas,  487  miles;  and  Waycross, 
Georgia,  535  miles.  Thus,  the  nearest  co¬ 
channel  station  is  471  miles  from 
Memphis.  Examination  of  the  existing 
frequency  assignments  in  §  22.521(b) 
shows  that  this  mileage  separation  is 
consistent  with  other  separations  in 

§  22.521(b).  Therefore,  the  assignment 
would  be  consistent  with  the 
Commission’s  technical  standards,  and 
would  not  create  any  potential  for 
harmful  electrical  co-channel 
interference. 

5.  The  nearest  air-ground  station  that 
is  not  a  co-channel  station  is  130  miles 
from  Memphis  at  Little  Rock,  Arkansas. 
According  to  Mobile/Comm,  this 
spacing  between  stations  reveals  a  void 
in  air-ground  service  in  the  vicinity  of 
Memphis.  Mobile/Comm  also  claims 
that  Memphis  is  the  scene  of  significant 
general  aviation  activity.  In  response  to 
a  survey  conducted  by  Mobile/Comm 
among  the  general  aviation  community 
in  the  Memphis  area,  27  prospective 
subscribers  expressed  sufficient  interest 
in  Mobile/Comm's  proposal  to  produce 
“firm  applications  for  service.”  Mobile/ 
Comm  states  that  present  air-ground 
service  is  inadequate  to  afford  reliable 
service  to  aircrafr  flying  in  the  Memphis 
area.  In  addition,  aircraft  at  sufflciently 
high  altitudes  may  obtain  service,  but 
must  pay  toll  charges  to  communicate 
with  a  Memphis  telephone  through  a 
distant  base  station. 

Proposal 

6.  It  thus  appears  that  there  is  a  need 
for  air-ground  communication  service  in 


Memphis,  Tennessee.  Accordingly, 
under  Sections  4(i),  303  (g)  and  (r)  and 
307^(b)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  amend  the  Air-Ground 
Table  of  Assignments,  §  22.521(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rqles,  as  set  forth  in  the 
appendix  to  this  Notice. 

7.  The  Commission  invites  comments 
on  this  proposal.  The  procedures  to  be 
followed  in  submitting  comments  in  this 
proceeding  are  the  same  as  those 
followed  in  proceedings  to  amend  the 
FM  or  Television  Table  of  Assignments 
in  §  1.420  of  the  Commission’s  rules. 
These  procedures  are  discussed  below. 

8.  Showings  required.  Mobile/Comm 
must  answer  whatever  questions  are 
presented  in  initial  comments  and  must 
file  comments,  even  if  it  only  resubmits 
or  incorporates  by  reference  its  former 
pleadings.  Failure  to  Hie  comments  may 
lead  to  denial  of  the  request.  Mobile/ 
Comm  must  also  restate  its  present 
intention  to  apply  for  the  channel  if  it  is 
assigned  and,  if  authorized,  to  build  the 
station  promptly. 

9.  Cut-off  procedures.  The  following 
procedures  govern  the  consideration  of 
blings  in  this  proceeding — 

(a)  Counterproposals  made  in  this 
proceeding  will  be  considered  if  they  are 
made  in  initial  comments,  so  parties 
may  conunent  on  them  in  reply 
comments.  Counterproposals  will  not  be 
considered  if  made  in  reply  comments 
(See  §  1.420(d)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules). 

(b)  Petitions  for  rulemaking  which 
conflict  with  the  proposal  in  this  Notice 
will  be  considered  as  comments.  Public 
notice  to  this  efrect  will  be  given  so  long 
as  the  comments  are  filed  before  the 
date  for  filing  initial  comments.  If  they 
are  fried  after  that  date,  they  will  not  be 
considered  in  connection  with  the 
decision  in  this  proceeding. 

10.  Dates  and  service.  Under  the 
procedures  set  out  in  §§  1.145  and  1.420 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  interested 
parties  may  file  comments  on  or  before 
July  6, 1981,  and  reply  comments  on  or 
before  July  21, 1981.  All  submissions 
made  by  parties  to  this  proceeding  or  on 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings.  Reply 
comments  must  be  served  on  the 
person(s)  who  filed  comments  to  which 
the  reply  is  directed.  These  comments 
and  reply  comments  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  certificate  of  service. 
(See  §  1.420  (a)-(c)  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules.) 

11.  Number  of  copies.  Under  §  1.420  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  an  original  and 
four  copies  of  all  comments,  reply 
comments,  pleadings,  briefs  or  other 


documents  must  be  submitted  to  the 
Commission. 

12.  Public  inspection  of  filings.  All 
filings  made  in  this  proceeding  are 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
business  hours  in  the  Commission’s 
Public  Reference  Room  at  its 
headquarters,  1919  M  Street,  NW.. 
Washington.  D.C. 

Ex  Parte  Contacts 

13.  For  further  information  concerning 
this  proceeding,  contact  Ann  Stevens, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau,  (202)  632-6450. 
Members  of  the  public  should  note, 
however,  that  from  the  time  a  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  is  issued  until  the 
matter  is  no  longer  subject  to 
Commission  reconsideration  or  court 
review,  all  ex  parte  contacts  are 
prohibited  in  Commission  proceedings, 
such  as  this  one,  which  involve  channel 
assignments.  An  ex  parte  contact  is  a 
message,  spoken  or  written,  concerning 
the  merits  of  a  pending  rulemaking  other 
than  comments  officially  fried  with  the 
Commission  or  oral  presentations 
required  by  the  Commission. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

14.  The  Commission  has  determined 
that  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do^ot 
apply  to  rulemaking  proceedings  to 
amend  the  table  of  assignments  for  air- 
ground  stations  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  Radio  Service.  The 
proposal  relates  to  only  one  city, 
Memphis,  Tennessee,  and  the  number  of 
afrected  subscribers  in  that  city  is 
limited.  Petitioner  has  indicated  that  27 
individuals  or  companies  have  so  far 
expressed  interest  in  the  service.  We 
conclude  that  the  proposal  will  not  have 
a  signifreant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

15.  The  Secretary  shall  cause  a  copy 
of  this  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  to 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Federal  Communications  Commission. 

(Secs.  4,  303.  307, 48  Stat.  as  amended,  1066, 
1082, 1083;  (47  U.S.C.  154,  303.  307)) 

William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

The  Commission  proposes  to  amend 
47  CFR  22.521(b)  by  adding  the  location 
below: 

§  22.521  [Amended] 

*  •  *  •  • 

(b)  ‘  ‘  * 

Location  Channel 


Tennessee. 
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Location  Channel 

Memphis . . . . . .  1 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Research  and  Special  Program 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  173 

[Docket  HM-179  Advance  Notice] 

Def  initon  of  Oxidizer 

agency:  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau  (MTB)  Research  and  Special 
Programs  Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  MTB  is  publishing  this 
Advance  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
to  request  comments  on  efforts  to  make 
the  definition  of  an  oxidizer  more 
specific  and  to  provide  tests  which 
shippers  may  use  to  determine  whether 
their  products  are  oxidizers  for  purposes 
of  transportation. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
September  14, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Comments  must  be  addressed 
to  the  Dockets  Branch,  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau,  U.S.  Department 
of  Transportation,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Comments  should  identify  the 
docket  and  be  submitted,  if  possible,  in 
Bve  copies.  The  Dockets  Branch  is 
located  in  Room  8426  of  the  Nassif 
Building,  400  7th  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  Office  hours  are  8:30 
a.m.  to  5:00  p.m.,  Monday  thru  Friday. 
Telephone  (202)426-3148. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  Charles  Ke,  Sciences  Branch, 
Technical  Division,  Office  of  Hazardous 
Materials  Regulation,  Materials 
Transportation  Bureau,  Department  of 
Transportation,  Washington,  DC  20590. 
(202-426-2311). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  For 

purposes  of  deRnition,  oxidizers  have 
been  divided  into  two  groups,  liquids 
and  solids.  Test  methods  and  criteria 
are  proposed  which  will  enable  a 
shipper  to  determine  whether  a  material 
he  wishes  to  ship  meets  the  definition  of 
an  oxidizer.  The  principal  reasons  for 
this  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  are  to  request  comments 
from  interested  persons  as  to  the 
adequacy  of  the  proposal  and  to  solicit 
comments  concerning  alternative 
methods.  Relative  to  the  latter  purpose. 


MTB  would  like  to  know  if  there  are  any 
consensus  standard  test  methods  which 
could  be  used  in  place  of,  or  in  addition 
to,  the  suggested  methods? 

The  MTB  anticipates  that  a  number  of 
highly  competent  and  qualified  experts 
will,  upon  review  of  Appendix  B, 
consider  the  proposed  methods  for 
testing  of  oxidizers  to  be  less  than 
representative  of  currently  available 
technology.  This  is  intentional.  The  MTB 
has  attemped  to  develop  methods  that 
would  not  require  the  acquisision  of 
expensive  and  complicated  test 
equipment 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
MTB  is  considering  the  issuance  of  a 
proposal  to  revise  §  173,151  and  add  an 
Appendix  C  to  Part  173  of  Title  49,  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  as  follows: 

§  1 73. 1 5 1  Oxidizer;  definition. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subchapter,  an 
“Oxidizer”  is  a  material  which  may 
cause  the  ignition  of  combustible 
materials  without  the  aid  of  an  external 
source  of  ignition  or  when  mixed  with 
combustible  materials,  increases  the 
rate  of  burning  of  these  materials  when 
the  mixtures  are  ignited.  Oxidizers  are 
divided  Into  two  general  groups: 

(a)  Solid  Oxidizers.  A  solid  oxidizer  is 
a  solid  substance  which  accelerates  the 
burning  rate  of  dry  wood  sawdust  as 
much  or  more  than  ammonium 
persulfate,  when  tested  in  accordance 
with  the  method  described  in  Appendix 
C  of  this  part. 

(b)  Liquid  oxidizers.  A  liquid  oxidizer 
is  a  liquid  substance  which  when  tested 
in  accordance  with  the  method 
described  in  Appendix  C  of  this  part, 
will  initiate  a  fire  in  the  test  container. 

Appendix  C:  Methods  for  testing  for  oxidizers 
Solid  Oxidizers 

The  test  method  for  solid  oxidizers  as 
prescribed  in  paragraphs  1  through  5 
measures  the  potential  of  a  solid.substance  to 
increase  the  burning  rate  of  a  combustible 
material  when  the  two  are  intimately  mixed. 

1.  Ammonium  persulfate  shall  be  the 
reference  material.  It  shall  pass  through  a 
NO.  100  Sieve  in  the  U.S.  Sieve  Series 
(ASTM-E-11-61)  and  shall  contain  less  than 
5%  by  weight  of  water. 

2.  Wood  sawdust  shall  be  the  combustible 
material  in  this  test  and  shall  pass  through  a 
NO.  50  Sieve  in  the  U.S.  Sieve  Series  (ASTM 
E-11-61)  and  shall  contain  less  than  5%  by 
weight  of  water. 

3.  A  five  pound  mixture  of  ammonium 
persulfate  and  wood  sawdust  shall  be 
prepared  in  a  1  to  1  ratio  by  weight.  A  second 
five  pound  mixture  of  the  material  to  be 
tested,  in  the  particle  size  in  which  it  will  be 
shipped,  and  wood  sawdust  shall  be 
prepared  in  a  1  to  1  ratio  by  weight.  Both  of 
these  mixtures  should  be  mixed  as  thoroughly 
as  possible. 


4.  The  two  mixtures  shall  be  formed  into 
conical  piles  on  incombustible  surfaces  and 
the  edge  of  both  piles  ignited  (at  one  place) 
simultaneously  with  laboratory  burners  or 
flares.  The  ignition  sources  shall  be  applied 
until  piles  are  well  started  and  then  removed. 

9.  A  substance  which  causes  the  sawdust 
to  burn  at  a.  rate  equal  to  or  greater  than  the 
burning  rate  of  the  ammonium  persulfate 
mixture  shall  be  classed  as  an  oxidizer. 

Liquid  Oxidizers 

The  test  method  for  liquid  oxidizers  as 
prescribed  in  paragraphs  1  through  5 
measures  the  potential  of  a  liquid  substance 
to  initiate  a  fire  when  brought  into  contact 
with  combustible  materials. 

1.  The  test  shall  be  conducted  in  a  box 
2'X2'X2'  constructed  of  natural  wood  (not 
plywood)  having  sides  not  more  than  W 
thick.  A  W  diameter  hole  shall  be  drilled  at 
the  horizontal  center  of  each  of  the  verticle 
side  4  inches  from  the  bottom  edge.  A  one 
inch  diameter  hole  shall  be  drilled  in  the 
center  top  of  the  box. 

2.  The  box  shall  be  packed  tightly  with 
wood  excelsior  containing  less  than  5%  of 
water  and  the  top  of  the  box  properly  secured 
in  place. 

3.  Two  liters  of  the  liquid  under  test  shall 
be  poured  into  the  box  through  the  hole  in  the 
top  of  the  box  and,  at  the  same  time,  the  box 
shall  be  tipped  slightly  in  different  directions 
so  as  to  distribute  the  liquid  as  uniformly  as 
possible  throughout  the  excelsior. 

4.  The  box  and  its  contents  shall  be 
allowed  to  stand  for  two  hours. 

5.  A  substance  which  causes  the  ignition  of 
the  excelsior  shall  be  classed  as  a  liquid 
oxidizer. 

(49  U.S.C.  1803, 1804, 1808:  49  CFR  1.53,  App. 

A  to  Part  1  and  paragraph  (a)(4)  of  App.  A  to 
Part  106) 

Note. — ^The  Materials  Transportation 
Bureau  has  determined  that  this  document 
will  not  not  result  in  a  “major  rule”  under  the 
terms  of  Executive  Order  12291  and  DOT 
implementing  procedure  (44  FR 11034),  nor 
require  an  enviromental  impact  statement 
under  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(49  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.].  Issued  in  Washington, 
D.C.  on  June  4, 1981. 

Alan  I.  Roberts, 

Associate  Director  for  Hazardous  Materials 
Regulation,  Materials  Transportation  Bureau. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17462  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4910-60-M 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

49  CFR  Part  571 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety 
Standards;  Speedometers  and 
Odometers 

agency:  National  Higliway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA). 

ACTION:  Denial  of  petition  for 
rulemaking. 
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summary:  This  notice  responds  to  a 
petition  for  rulemaking  regarding  Safety 
Standard  No.  127,  Speedometers  and 
Odometers.  The  petitioner  has  asked  the 
NHTSA  to  delete  the  word  “electronic” 
from  a  provision  requiring  that  the 
number  “55"  be  highlighted  on  the  mph 
scale  of  all  speedometers  except  for 
electronic  digital  odometers.  The  agency 
is  denying  the  petitioner’s  request  in 
light  of  the  agency’s  decision, 
announced  in  the  Notice  of  Intent 
published  on  April  9, 1981,  to  issue  a 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
to  rescind  the  standard.  Rescission  of 
the  standard  would  render  the 
petitioner’s  request  moot. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  Carson,  Office  of  Vehicle 
Safety  Standards,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  400 
Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590  (202-426-2720J. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  responds  to  a  petition  for 
rulemaking  regarding  Safety  Standard 
No.  127,  Speedometers  and  Odometers 
(49  CFR  §  571.127).  This  petition 


proposes  that  the  word  “electronic”  be 
deleted  from  paragraph  S4.1.4  of  the 
standard.  The  petitioner  has  asked  to 
remain  anonymous,  and  the  agency  is 
complying  with  this  request.  Standard 
No.  127,  as  amended  on  June  9, 1980, 
establishes  requirements  for  the  design 
and  installation  of  speedometei-s  and 
odometers  in  motor  vehicles.  Paragraph 
S4.1.4  requires  that  each  speedometer 
include  the  number  “55”  in  the  mph 
scale.  'This  number  must  be  highlighted 
on  all  speedometers  except  “electronic 
digital  speedometers.”  The  petitioner 
requests  that  the  NHTSA  delete  the 
word  “electronic”  from  this  paragraph. 
As  the  petitioner  asserts,  digital 
speedometers  can  be  based  on  a  means 
of  operation  not  involving  electronics, 
such  as  hydraulics  or  mechanics.  The 
petitioner  contends  that  the  standard  as 
now  w'ritten  perpetuates  existing 
technology  and  stifles  the  creation  of 
new  speedometer  designs. 

The  NHTSA  has  decided  to  deny  the 
petitioner’s  request.  On  April  9, 1981,  the 
agency  published  a  Notice  of  Intent  (46 
FR  21203)  describing  a  number  of 
actions  NHTSA  intends  to  take  to 


reduce  unnecessary  regulatory  burdens 
upon  the  motor  vehicle  industry.  In  this 
notice,  the  agency  announced  that  it  is 
considering  rescinding  standard  No.  127 
because  there  appear  to  be  no  direct 
safety  benehts  to  be  gained  from  the 
regulation  and  because  of  the  potential 
for  signiHcant  consumer  savings. 
NHTSA  will  issue  an  NPRM  regarding 
Standard  No.  127  in  the  near  future.  The 
extent  to  which  the  standard  stifles  the 
development  of  new  speedometer 
designs  is  an  issue  that  will  be 
addressed  in  this  rulemaking 
proceeding.  Thus,  there  is  no  need  to 
initiate  a  separate  rulemaking 
proceeding  at  this  time  to  consider  the 
single  issue  raised  by  the  petitioner.  For 
these  reasons,  the  petitioner’s  request  is 
denied. 

(Secs.  103, 119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat.  718  (15 
U.S.C.  1392, 1407);  delegations  of  authority  at 
49  CFR  1.50  and  49  CFR  501.8) 

Issued  on  June  8. 1981. 

Michael  M.  Finkelstein, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Rulemaking. 

[FR  Doc.  81-174S1  Filed  S-12-S1: 8:45  am] 

BIUJNQ  CODE  4910-S9-M 


( 


31296 


Notices 


Federal  Register 
Vol.  46,  No.  114 
Monday,  June  15,  1981 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  documents  other  than  rules  or 
proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the 
public.  Notices  of  hearings  and 
investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency 
decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of 
authority,  filing  of  petitions  and 
applications  and  agency  statements  of 
organization  and  functions  are  examples 
of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

Order  81-6-55;  Docket  39554] 

Aerlinte  Eireann  Teoranta;  Proposed 
United  States-lreland  Advance 
Purchase  Excursion  Fares;  Order 
Dismissing  Complaint 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  8th  day  of  June,  1981. 

On  April  15, 1981,  Aerlinte  Eireann 
Teoranta  (Aer  Lingus)  filed  a  Special 
Tariff  Permission  Application  (STPA)  to 
implement,  on  less  than  the  usual,  60 
days  statutory  notice,  reduced  advance 
purchase  excursion  (APEX)  fares  from 
New  York  to  Ireland.  The  fares,  which 
are  available  only  on  Aer  Lingus’ 
Wednesday  flights  from  this  June  24 
through  September  16,  require  45  days 
advance  purchase  and  have  a  21/180 
day  minimum/maximum  stay,  and  offer 
a  signiBcant  reduction  in  the  APEX  fare 
level.* 

On  April  20, 1981,  Sceptre  Travel,  Inc. 
filed  a  complaint  requesting  the  Board  to 
deny  Aer  Lingus’  STTA,  investigate  the 
fares  when  they  are  filed  with  the  Board 
as  a  tariff,  and  order  Aer  Lingus  to  cease 
and  desist  from  advertising  the  fares 
until  the  Board  acts  upon  them.  In 
support  of  its  complaint.  Sceptre,  which 
promotes  and  sells  charter  tours 
between  the  United  States  and  Ireland, 
alleges  that  after  it  contracted  with 
World  Airways  for  a  series  of  12 
Newark-Ireland  charter  flights  this 
summer,  representatives  of  Sceptre  and 
World  met  with  the  Irish  Department  of 
Transport  in  Dublin  to  seek  approval  of 
the  charter  program  at  a  proposed  price 
to  the  public  of  $399;  and  the  Irish 
ofBcials  stated  the  price  was  too  low 
compared  to  Aer  Lingus’  peak  season 


'  For  example,  the  New  York-Shamion  APEX  fare 
on  other  flights  is  $526  roundtrip  while  the 
"Wednesday  Wonder"  level  is  $449  ($337  for 
children).  Fares  on  the  First  Wednesday,  June  24. 
will  be  ^99  for  adults  and  $299  for  children  under 
12. 


fare  of  $528  but  World  could  obtain 
authorization  to  operate  the  flights  if  ' 
Sceptre  raised  the  price  to  $429  (except 
for  the  first  flight  which  could  still  be 
sold  at  a  fare  of  $399).  Sceptre  alleges 
further  that  after  it  increased  its  price  to 
$429  and  file  a  Public  Charter  prospectus 
with  the  Board,  Aer  Lingus,  in  an 
intentional  and  deliberate  effort  to 
undermine  the  charter  program,  filed  the 
STPA  with  the  Board  and  began 
promoting  the  proposed  fares:  and  by 
virtue  of  the  direct  acts  of  the  Irish 
Government  and  the  indirect  acts  of  Aer 
Lingus  in  forcing  Sceptre  to  raise  its 
prices,  they  have  engaged  in  unfair, 
discriminatory  and  restrictive  practices 
with  a  substantial  adverse  competitive 
impact  upon  U.S.  carriers. 

In  an  answer  to  the  complaint,  Aer 
Lingus  submits  that  it  is  the  Board’s 
policy  to  grant  STP  for  low  fares  unless 
such  fares  raise  significant  questions  of 
lawfulness,*  and  the  complainant  has 
made  no  showing  that  Aer  Lingus’  fares 
are  unjust  or  unreasonable;  the 
proposed  reductions  are  responsive  to  a 
day-of-week  peaking  problem  which  has 
long  plagued  Aer  Lingus’  North  Atlantic 
operations*;  it  is  not  imjust  or 
unreasonable  for  Aer  Lingus  to  compete 
with  others,  including  charter  operators, 
and  the  carrier  has  adopted  a  policy  of 
filling  low  load  factor  midweek  flights 
with  traffic  it  might  otherwise  lose  to 
charters;  the  proposed  fares  are  not 
predatory,  because  they  represent  a 
different  product  than  the  complainant’s, 
whose  flights  will  operate  on  Saturdays, 
a  much  more  popular  travel  day,  the  Aer 
Lingus,  fares  are  $20  higher  than 
Sceptre’s  (except  for  the  intitial  flight), 
and  Aer  Lingus’  fares  have  45-day 
advance  pimchase  and  21-day  minimum 
stay  requirements  while  Sceptre’s 
offering  has  no  such  restrictions;  and 
Aer  Lingus’  fare  reducton  broadens, 
rather  than  suppresses  competition.  Aer 
Lingus  also  denies  Sceptre’s  allegation 
that  the  Irish  Department  of  Transport 
was  “acting  at  the  special  instance  and 
request  of  Aer  Lingus  in  requiring 
Sceptre  to  raise  its  prices,’’  and  states 
that  it  was  not  privy  to  statements 


‘Statements  of  General  Policy,  Section  399.35. 

‘The  carrier  states  that  as  of  April  7,  before  it 
Filed  the  STPA,  if  forecast  load  factors  for  this  July 
of  only  40  percent  on  Wednesdays,  compard  to  load 
factors  of  78  to  95  percent  for  Thursdays  through 
Sundays  when  it  also  offers  two  daily  New  York- 
Shannon  frequencies. 


alleged  to  have  been  made  by  Irish 
officiafs. 

In  a  reply  to  Aer  Lingus’  answer. 

Sceptre  states  that  although  it  does  not 
claim  the  Aer  Lingus  fares  are  unjust  or 
unreasonable  because  of  the  difficulty  of 
establishing  these  facts,  the  level  to  be 
charged,  which  includes  an  agent’s 
commission,  appears  to  be  unjust  and 
unreasonable;  the  fares  are  predatory 
due  to  the  action  of  the  Irish  Department 
of  Transport,  the  content  of  Aer  Lingus’ 
advertisements  and  statements  made  by 
Aer  Lingus  officials  to  the  effect  that  it 
will  do  whatever  is  necessary  to  prevent 
the  success  of  Sceptre's  charter 
program. 

After  careful  consideration  of  the 
complaint  and  answer,  the  Board  has 
decided  to  dismiss  the  complaint.* 

Though  the  sequence  of  events  Sceptre 
alleges  is  not  without  troublesome 
aspects,  as  discussed  below,  we  find  no 
clear  basis  for  denying  consumers  the 
benefit  of  the  substantial  fare  reductions 
Aer  Lingus  proposes.  There  is  little 
doubt  that  the  levels  cover  the  carrier’s 
marginal  costs  of  transporting  these 
passengers,  considering  the  economics 
of  mid-week  service.  Moreover,  the  fares 
are  higher  than  those  charged  by 
Sceptre,  notwithstanding  that  the  latter’s 
services  are  offered  on  Saturday.  They 
are  also  subject  to  certain  more 
restrictive  conditions  such  as  a  45-day 
advance  purchase  and  21-day  minimum 
stay.  Under  the  circumstances,  we 
would  almost  certainly  find  after  a 
hearing  that  the  line  between  legitimate 
competiton  and  predation  has  not  been 
crossed. 

We  are,  however,  concerned  about 
Sceptre’s  allegations  that  it  was 
pressured  to  raise  its  price  by  the  Irish 
authorities.  We  believe  governments 
should  refrain  from  interfering  in 
management  pricing  decisions,  a  policy 
we  have  followed  here  by  permitting 
Aer  Lingus’  fares  to  take  effect.  If  these 
allegations  are  true,  the  Irish 
government’s  demarche  undoubtedly 
forced  the  complainant  into  a  less 
competitive  posture.  By  forcing  an 
increase  in  fares,  it  reduced  the  cost  of 
Aer  Lingus’  competitive  response, 
reduced  the  size  of  the  complainant’s 
potential  market  and  apparently 
required  a  costly  change  in  its  marketing 
strategy.  It  also  appears  that  passengers ' 
are  being  required  to  pay  more  than  they 


‘The  STP  was  granted  on  May  7, 1981. 
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otherwise  would.  Our  concerns  have 
been  conveyed  to  the  Irish  government. 
We  will  continue  to  monitor  the  U.S.- 
Ireland  pricing  situation,  and  will 
consider  future  action  if  we  deem  it 
necessary  to  protect  U.S.  competitive 
opportunities. 

Accordingly, 

1.  We  dismiss  the  complaint  of 
Sceptre  Travel.  Inc.  in  Docket  39554;  and 

2.  We  shall  serve  copies  of  this  order 
on  Sceptre  Travel,  Inc.,  and  Aerlinte 
Eireann  Teoranta, 

-o  We  shall  publish  this  order  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

All  Members  concurred. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Phyllis  T.  Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

|PR  l)«c.  81-17724  Filed  &-12-81: 8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


(Docket  39412] 

Air  Berlin  U.S.A.  Fitness  Investigation; 
Notice  of  Postponement  of  Hearing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
hearing  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
now  assigned  to  be  held  on  June  22, 1981 
(46  FR  27150,  April  9, 1981)  is  postponed 
until  June  30, 1981  at  9:30  a.m.  (local 
time)  in  Room  1003,  Hearing  Room  “B", 
1875  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Universal  North  Building,  Washington. 
D.C. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C..  |une  9, 1981. 
Elias  C.  Rodriguez, 

Administrative  Law  Judge. 

IFR  Doc.  81-17719  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  6320-01-M 


[Dockets  33363, 39471, 39472] 

Former  Large  Irregular  Air  Service 
Investigation  and  Applications  of  Aero 
Exchange,  Inc.  d.b.a.  Pan  Aero 
International;  Notice  of  Assignment  of 
Proceeding 

This  proceeding,  insofar  as  it  involves 
the  applications  of  Aero  Exchange,  Inc. 
d/b/a  Pan  Aero  International,  Dockets 
39471  and  39472,  has  been  assigned  to 
Administrative  Law  Judge  William  A. 
Pope,  II.  Future  communications  should 
be  addressed  to  Judge  Pope. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  8. 1981. 
(oseph ).  Saunders, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17723  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  Hin| 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Economic  Development 
Administration 

Petitions  by  Producing  Firms  for 
Determinations  of  Eligibility  To  Apply 
for  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance 

Petitions  have  been  accepted  for  filing 
from  the  following  firms:  (1)  Clements 
Wire  &  Manufacturing  Company,  Inc., 
P.O.  Drawer  EE,  Biloxi,  Mississippi 
39533,  producer  of  automotive  wire 
harness  assemblies  (accepted  May  21, 
1981):  (2)  Sherpa,  Inc.,  2222  W.  Diversey 
Parkway,  Chicago,  Illinois  60647, 
producer  of  snowshoes  (accepted  May 

26. 1981) ;  (3)  Rocky  Mount  Mills,  1151 
Falls  Road,  Rocky  Mount,  North 
Carolina  27801,  producer  of  cotton, 
polyester  and  acrylic  yams  (accepted 
May  27, 1981):  (4)  Resco.  Inc.,  1050 
Mehring  Way  West,  Cincirmati,  Ohio 
45203,  producer  of  packaging  machinery 
(accepted  May  27, 1981);  (5)  Pikes  Peak 
Greenhouses,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  7070, 
Colorado  Springs,  Colorado  80933, 
producer  of  cut  flowers  (accepted  May 

29. 1981) ;  (6)  Renaissance  Slack 
Corporation,  206  E.  Olympic  Boulevard, 
Los  Angeles,  California  90015,  producer 
of  men's  trousers  (accepted  June  1, 

1981);  (7)  Faison  Manufacturing 
Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  248,  Faison. 
North  Carolina  28341,  producer  of  boys' 
jackets  &  vests  (accepted  June  2, 1981); 
(8)  Supreme  Cedar  Products,  Inc.,  Route 
1,  Box  140,  Concrete,  Washington  98237, 
producer  of  cedar  shakes  and  shingles 
(accepted  June  2, 1981):  (9)  Bowcar 
Manufacturing  Corporation,  112  West 
34th  Street,  New  York.  New  York  10120, 
producer  of  children's  shirts,  overalls, 
jumpers,  slacks,  jackets  and  skirts 
(accepted  June  3, 1981);  (10)  Hudson 
Valley  Wine  Company,  Blue  Point  Road. 
Highland,  New  York  12528,  producer  of 
wine  (accepted  June  5, 1981);  (11) 
Saginaw  Shingle  Company,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  147,  Aberdeen,  Washington  98520, 
producer  of  cedar  shakes  and  shingles 
(accepted  June  8, 1981);  and  (12) 
Shannon  Pacific,  1390  Hundley  Street, 
Anaheim,  California  92806,  producer  of 
roller  skate  bearings  (accepted  June  8, 
1981).  • 

The  petitions  were  submitted 
pursuant  to  Section  251  of  the  Trade  Act 
of  1974  (P.L.  93-618)  and  Section  315.23 
of  the  Adjustment  Assistance 
Regulations  for  Firms  and  Communities 
(13  CFR  Part  315). 

Consequently,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Commerce  has  initiated 
separate  investigations  to  determine 
whether  increased  imports  into  the 
United  States  of  articles  like  or  directly 
competitive  with  those  produced  by 


each  firm  contributed  importantly  to 
total  or  partial  separation  of  the  firm's 
workers,  or  threat  thereof,  and  to  a 
decrease  in  sales  or  production  of  each 
petitioning  firm. 

Any  party  having  a  substantial 
interest  in  the  proceedings  may  request 
a  public  hearing  on  the  matter.  A 
request  for  a  hearing  must  be  received 
by  the  Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification 
Division,  Economic  Development 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  no 
later  than  the  close  of  business  June  25. 
1981. 

The  Catalogue  of  Federal  Domestic 
Assistance  official  program  nuniber  and 
title  of  the  program  under  which  these 
petitions  are  submitted  is  11.309,  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance.  Inasfar  as  this 
notice  involves  petitions  for  the 
determination  of  eligibility  under  the 
Trade  Act  of  1974,  the  requirements  of 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
Circular  No.  A-95  regarding  review  by 
clearinghouses  do  not  apply. 

Jack  W.  Osbuni.  )r.. 

Chief,  Trade  Act  Certification  Division.  Office 
of  Eligibility  and  Industry  Studies. 

|FR  Doc.  61-17619  Filed  6-12-61-.  6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-24-M 


International  Trade  Administration 

Emergency  Medical  Services,  Region 
2A.  Inc.;  Decision  on  Application  for 
Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational.  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  y.'3f  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  in  Room 
2119  of  the  Jepartment  of  Commerce 
Building,  14  h  and  Constitution  Avenue. 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  81-00002.  Applicant: 
Emergency  Medical  Services,  Region  2A. 
Inc.,  1601  Second  Avenue  North,  No.  416. 
Great  Falls,  MT  59401.  Article: 
Hypothermia  Thermometers. 
Manufacturer:  G.  H.  Zeal  Limited, 
England.  Intended  Use  of  Article:  See 
Notice  on  page  9684  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  29, 1981. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
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to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  provides 
a  temperature  range  of  70  to  100°F.  The 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  May  5, 1981  that  (1)  the  capability 
of  the  foreign  article  described  above  is 
pertinent  to  the  applicant’s  intended 
purpose  and  (2)  it  knows  of  no  domestic 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article  for 
the  applicant’s  intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientiHc  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials.) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Statutory  Import  Programs  Staff, 

|FR  Doc.  81-17570  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Foreign  Availability  Subcommittee  of 
the  Computer  Systems  Technical 
Advisory  Committee;  Open  Meeting 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration. 

summary:  The  Computer  Systems 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  was 
initially  established  on  January  3, 1973, 
and  rechartered  on  August  29, 1980  in 
accordance  with  the  Export 
Administration  Act  of  1979  and  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act.  The 
Subcommittee  was  approved  for 
continuation  on  September  19, 1980 
pursuant  to  the  charter  of  the 
Committee.  The  Foreign  Availability 
Subcommittee  was  formed  to  ascertain 
if  certain  kinds  of  equipment  are 
available  in  non-COCOM  and 
Communist  counties,  and  if  such 
equipment  is  available,  then  to  ascertain 
if  it  is  technically  the  same  or  similar  to 
that  available  elsewhere. 

TIME  AND  place:  June  30, 1981,  at  1:30 
p.m.  The  meeting  will  take  place  at  the 
Main  Commerce  Building,  Room  3708, 
14th  Street  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

AGENDA:  General  Session. 

(1)  Opening  remarks  by  the 
Subcommittee  Chairman. 

(2)  Presentation  of  papers  or 
comments  by  the  public. 

(3)  Discussion  of  the  Subcommittees 
role;  foreign  availability/Department  of 
Commerce. 

(4)  Requirements  for  foreign 
availability  certification. 


PUBUC  participation:  The  meeting  will 
be  open  for  public  observation  and  a 
limited  number  of  seats  will  be 
available.  To  the  extent  time  permits 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  to  the  Subcommittee. 

Written  Statements  may  be  submitted  at 
any  time  before  or  after  the  meeting. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mrs.  Margaret  A.  Cornejo,  Office  of  the 
Director  of  Licensing,  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  Room  1609,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230.  Telephone:  202-377-2583. 

Dated:  June  9, 1981. 

Saul  Padwo, 

Director  of  Licensing,  Office  of  Export 
Administration, 

|FR  Doc.  61-17574  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-25-M 


Hardware  Subcommittee  of  the 
Computer  Systems  Technical  Advisory 
Committee;  Closed  Meeting 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration. 

summary:  The  Computer  Systems 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  was 
initially  established  on  January  3, 1973, 
and  rechartered  on  August  29, 1980  in 
accordance  with  the  Export 
Administration  Act  of  1979  and  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act.  The 
Subcommittee  was  approved  for 
continuation  on  September  19, 1980 
pursuant  to  the  charter  of  the 
Committee. 

The  Hardware  Subcommittee  was 
formed  to  continue  the  work  of  the 
Performance  Characteristics  and 
Performance  Measurements 
Subcommittee,  pertaining  to  (1) 
maintenance  of  the  processor 
performance  tables  and  further 
investigation  of  total  systems 
performance;  and  (2)  investigation  of 
array  processors  in  terms  of  establishing 
the  signihcance  of  these  devices  and 
determining  the  differences  in 
characteristics  of  various  types  of  these 
devices. 

TIME  AND  place:  June  30, 1981,  at  9:30 
a.m.  The  meeting  will  take  place  at  the 
Main  Commerce  Building,  Room  3708, 
14th  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  Subcommittee  will  meet  only  in 
Executive  Session  to  discuss  matters 
properly  classiHed  under  Executive 
order  12065,  dealing  with  the  U.S.  and 
COCOM  control  program  and  strategic 
criteria  related  thereto. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration, 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  delegate  of 
the  General  Counsel,  formally 


determined  on  September  16, 1980, 
pursuant  to  Section  10(d)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  that  the 
matters  to  be  discussed  in  the  Executive 
Session  should  be  exempt  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  relating  to  open  meetings 
and  public  participation  ther3m, 
because  the  Executive  Session  v/ill  be 
concerned  with  matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(l)  and  properly  classified  under 
Executive  Order  12065. 

A  copy  of  the  Notice  of  Determination 
to  close  meetings  or  portions  thereof  is 
available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  in  the  Central  Reference  and 
Records  Inspection  Facility,  Room  5317, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Telephone:  202-377-4217. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mrs.  Margaret  A.  Cornejo,  Office  of  the 
Director  of  Licensing,  Office  of  Export 
Administration,  Room  1609,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C,  20230.  Telephone:  202-377-2583. 

Dated:  June  9, 1981. 

Saul  Padwo, 

Director  of  Licensing,  Office  of  Export 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17573  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BlUING  CODE  3510-25-M 


Southern  Illinois  University  at 
Carbondale;  Decision  on  Application 
For  Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific 
Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  2119  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  81-00004.  Applicant: 
Southern  Illinois  University  at 
Carbondale,  Carbondale,  Illinois  62901. 
Article:  Vibrating  Densimeter,  Model 
03-D.  Manufacturer:  Techneurop,  Inc., 
Canada.  Intended  use  of  Article:  See 
Notice  on  page  9685  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  29, 1981. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientiflc  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
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to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  operates 
on  small  volume  sample  sizes  of  one 
milliliter  and  provides  a  resolution  of 
one  part  per  million.  Tne  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  advises  in 
its  memorandum  dated  may  5, 1981  that 
(1)  the  capabilities  of  the  foreign  article 
described  above  are  pertinent  to  the 
applicant’s  intended  purpose  and  (2)  it 
knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientific  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant's 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17569  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  3510-25-M 

Veterans  Administration;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientific  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  Scientific,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1966  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  A.M.  and  5:00  P.M.  in 
Room  2119  of  the  Department  of 
Commerce  Building,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  81-00007.  Applicant: 
Veterans  Administration,  Building  222, 
Fort  Snelling,  St.  Paul,  MN  55111. 

Article:  LKB  2127-001  Tachophor. 
Manufacturer:  LKB  Produkter  AB, 
Sweden.  Intended  use  of  article:  See 
Notice  on  page  9685  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  January  29, 1981. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  The  foreign  article  provides 
the  capability  for  counterflow 
isotachophoresis.  The  Department  of 


Health  and  Human  Services  advises  in 
its  memorandum  dated  May  5, 1981  that 
(1)  the  capability  of  the  foreign  article 
described  above  is  pertinent  to  the 
applicant's  intended  purpose  and  (2)  it 
knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientiHc  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant's 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientifle  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  ScientiHc  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17571  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3510-2S-M 

University  of  Utah;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Article 

The  following  is  a  decision  on  an 
application  for  duty-free  entry  of  a 
scientiHc  article  pursuant  to  Section  6(c) 
of  the  Educational,  ScientiHc,  and 
Cultural  Materials  Importation  Act  of 
1968  (Public  Law  89-651,  80  Stat.  897) 
and  the  regulations  issued  thereunder  as 
amended  (15  CFR  301). 

A  copy  of  the  record  pertaining  to  this 
decision  is  available  for  public  review 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5:00  p.m.  in  Room 
2119  of  the  Department  of  Commerce 
Building,  14th  and  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20230. 

Docket  No.  81-00006.  Applicant: 
University  of  Utah,  Department  of 
Biology,  Room  136  South  Biology,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84112.  Article:  COi 
Infrared  Gas  Analyzer,  Model  225,  Mark 
II  with  110  V  AC  60  Hertz  Power. 
Manufacturer:  Analytical  Development 
Co.,  United  Kingdom.  Intended  use  of 
article:  See  Notice  on  page  9685  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  January  29, 1981. 

Comments:  No  comments  have  been 
received  with  respect  to  this  application. 

Decision:  Application  approved.  No 
instrument  or  apparatus  of  equivalent 
scientiHc  value  to  the  foreign  article,  for 
such  purposes  as  this  article  is  intended 
to  be  used,  is  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States. 

Reasons:  the  foreign  article  provides 
accurate  measurements  (1%  of  full  scale 
reading)  from  zero  to  1000  parts  per 
million  carbon  dioxide  and  an  internal 
frequency  standard  for  operation  with 
portable  generator  power  (60  hertz  ±  5% 
or  3  hertz)  at  remote  locations.  The 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 


Services  advises  in  its  memorandum 
dated  May  5, 1981  that  (1)  the 
capabilities  of  the  foreign  article 
described  above  are  pertinent  to  the 
applicant’s  intended  purpose  and  (2)  it 
knows  of  no  domestic  instrument  or 
apparatus  of  equivalent  scientiBc  value 
to  the  foreign  article  for  the  applicant's 
intended  use. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  knows 
of  no  other  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientiHc  value  to  the  foreign 
article,  for  such  purposes  as  this  article 
is  intended  to  be  used,  which  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  11.105,  Importation  of  Duty-Free 
Educational  and  Scientific  Materials) 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Acting  Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17572  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  3510-2S-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council;  Public  Meetings 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  NOAA,  Commerce. 
summary:  The  Mid-Atlantic  Fishery 
Management  Council,  established  by 
Section  302  of  the  Magnuson  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act 
(Pub.  L  94-265),  will  meet  to  discuss  the 
Squid,  Mackerel  and  Butterfish  Fishery 
Management  Plan  (amendment):  status 
of  other  Hshery  management  plans: 
foreign  fishing  applications,  as  well  as 
other  fishery  management  and 
administrative  matters.  The  meetings 
may  be  lenghtened  or  shortened,  or 
agenda  items  rearranged,  depending 
upon  progress  on  the  agenda. 

DATES:  The  public  meetings  will 
convene  on  Wednesday,  July  8, 1981,  at 
approximately  noon,  and  will  adjourn 
on  Friday,  July  10, 1981,  at 
approximately  noon. 

ADDRESS:  The  meetings  will  take  place 
at  the  Best  Western  Airport  Motel, 
Philadelphia  International  Airport, 
Route  291,  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mid-Atlantic  Fishery  Management 
Council,  Room  2115 — ^Federal  Building, 
North  and  New  Streets,  Dover, 
Delaware  19901.  Telephone:  (302)  674- 
2331. 

Dated:  June  10, 1981. 

Robert  K.  CroweU, 

Deputy  Executive  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  17746  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-22-M 
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Permit  Modification  Request 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Air  Force  has  requested  a 
Modification  to  Permit  No.  311,  which 
was  issued  under  the  authority  of  the 
Marine  Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972 
{16  U.S.C.  1361-1407),  and  the 
Regulations  Governing  the  Taking  and 
Importing  of  Marine  Mammals  (50  CFR 
Part  216),  on  December  3, 1980. 

The  Air  Force  is  requesting  that  an 
additional  one  hundred  (100)  Northern 
elephant  seals  (Mirounga  angustirostris) 
be  authorized  in  directed  noise 
experiments  to  analyze  the  effects  of  the 
Space  Shuttle  Program.  The  procedures 
and  techniques  for  the  experiments 
would  be  the  same  as  described  in  the 
original  permit  application.  The 
increased  numbers  reflect  larger 
numbers  of  hauled-out  Northern 
elephant  seals  on  San  Nicolas  Island. 

Concurrent  with  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  is  forwarding 
copies  of  this  request  to  the  Marine 
Mammal  Commission  and  the 
Committee  of  Scientific  Advisors. 

Written  data  or  views,  or  requests  for 
a  public  hearing  on  this  modification 
request  should  be  submitted  to  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington, 
D.C.  20235,  within  30  days  of  the 
publication  of  this  notice.  Those 
requesting  a  hearing  should  set  forth  the 
specific  reasons  why  a  hearing  on  this 
particular  request  would  be  appropriate. 
The  holding  of  such  hearing  is  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Fisheries. 

All  statements  and  opinions  contained 
in  this  request  are  summaries  of  those  of 
the  Applicant  and  do  not  necessarily 
reflect  the  views  of  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service. 

Documentation  pertaining  to  the 
above  modification  request  is  available 
for  review  in  the  following  offices: 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  3300 
Whitehaven  Street,  N.W.,  Washington, 
D.C.;  and 

Regional  Director,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service,  Southwest  Region,  300 
South  Ferry  Street,  Terminal  Island, 
California  90731. 

Dated:  June  9, 1981. 

Richard  B.  Roe, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Marine  Mammals 
and  Endangered  Species,  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17697  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am| 

BUXINQ  COD£  3S10-22-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Adjusting  Import  Restraint  Levels  for 
Certain  Cotton  Textile  Products  From 
India 

June  10, 1981. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements. 
ACTION:  Granting  increases  for  swing 
and  carryover  for  cotton  trousers  in 
Category  347/348,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  India  and  exported 
during  the  agreement  year  which  began 
on  January  1, 1981,  increasing  the  level 
from  122,880  dozen  to  143,770  dozen.  The 
amount  of  swing  is  being  deducted  from 
the  level  for  Category  338/339/340, 
reducing  that  level  from  1,004,600  dozen 
to  997,227  dozen. 

(A  detailed  description  of  the  textile 
categories  in  terms  of  T.S.U.S.A. 
numbers  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  February  28, 1980  (45  FR 
13172),  as  amended  on  April  23, 1980  (45 
FR  27463),  August  12, 1980  (45  FR  53506), 
December  24, 1980  (45  FR  85142)  and 
May  5, 1981  (46  FR  25121).) 

SUMMARY:  The  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool 
and  Man-Made  Fiber  Textile  Agreement 
of  December  30, 1977,  as  amended, 
between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  India  provides  for  percentage 
increases  in  certain  categories  (swing) 
and  for  the  carryover  of  shortfalls  in 
certain  categories  from  the  previous 
agreement  year  (carryover).  Pursuant  to 
the  terms  of  the  bilateral  agreement,  and 
at  the  request  of  the  Government  of  the 
Republic  of  India,  the  import  restraint 
level  established  for  Category  347/348  is 
being  increased  and  the  level  for 
Category  338/339/340  is  being  decreased 
for  the  twelve-month  period  which 
began  on  January  1, 1981  and  extends 
through  December  31, 1981. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  11, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ross  Arnold,  International  Trade 
Specialist,  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  D.C.  20230  (202/377-4212) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  19, 1980  a  letter  dated 
December  16, 1980  from  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (45  F.R.  83645),  which 
established  import  restraint  levels  for 
certain  specified  categories  of  cotton, 
wool  and  man-made  fiber  textile 
products,  produced  or  manufactured  in 
India  and  exported  to  the  United  States 
during  the  twelve-month  period  which 


began  on  January  1, 1981  and  extends 
through  December  31, 1981. 

In  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the 
bilateral  agreement  and  at  the  request  of 
the  Government  of  India,  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements  directs  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  in  the  letter 
published  below  to  prohibit  entry  into 
the  United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for 
consumption  of  cotton  textile  products 
in  Categories  347/348  and  338/339/340, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  India,  in 
excess  of  the  designated  adjusted  levels 
of  restraint,  during  the  twelve-month 
period  which  began  on  January  1, 1981. 

Paul  T.  O’Day, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

June  10, 1981. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington, 

D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Commissioner:  On  December  16, 
1980,  the  Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
directed  you  to  prohibit  entry  for 
consumption,  or  withdrawal  from  warehouse 
for  consumption,  during  the  twelve-month 
period  beginning  on  January  1, 1981  and 
extending  through  December  31, 1981  of 
cotton,  wool  and  man-made  fiber  textile 
products  in  certain  specified  categories, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  India,  in  excess 
of  designated  levels  of  restraint.  The 
Chairman  further  advised  you  that  the  levels 
of  restraint  are  subject  to  adjustment.' 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Arrangement 
Regarding  International  Trade  in  Textiles 
done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 1973,  as 
extended  on  December  15, 1977,  pursuant  to 
the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made 
Fiber  Textile  Agreement  of  December  30, 

1977,  as  amended,  between  the  Governments 
of  the  United  States  and  India;  and  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  11651  of  March  3, 1972,  as  amended  by 
Executive  Order  11951  of  January  6, 1977,  you 
are  directed,  effective  on  June  11, 1981,  to 
amend  the  twelve-month  levels  of  restraint 
established  for  cotton  textile  products  in 
Categories  347/348  and  338/339/340,  whether 
accompanied  by  a  visa  or  an  elephant-shaped 
certification,  to  the  following: 


'The  term  “adjustment"  refers  to  those  provisions 
of  the  Bilateral  Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber 
Textile  Agreement  of  December  23. 1977,  as 
amended,  between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  India,  which  provide,  in  part,  that:  (1) 
within  the  aggregate,  group  limits  may  be  exceeded 
by  designated  percentages:  (2)  specific  limits  may 
be  exceeded  by  various  percentages  subject  to 
various  provisions  of  the  agreement;  (3)  consultation 
levels  may  be  increased  upon  agreement  between 
the  two  governments;  and  (4)  administrative 
arrangements  or  adjustments  may  be  made  to 
resolve  minor  problems  arising  in  the 
implementation  of  the  agreement. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  114  /  Monday,  June  15,  1981  /  Notices 


31301 


Amended  12- 

Category  mo  level  of 

restraint 

347/348 . 143,770  d07. 

338/339/340  .  997,227  doz. 


The  actions  taken  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  India  and  with  respect  to 
imports  of  cotton  textile  products  from  India 
have  been  determined  by  the  Committee  for 
the  Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements  to 
involve  foreign  affairs  functions  of  the  United 
States.  Therefore,  these  directions  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  which  are 
necessary  for  the  implementation  of  such 
actions,  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rule-making  provisions  Of  S 
U.S.C.  553.  This  letter  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sincerely, 

Paul  T.  O'Day, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17717  Filed  6-12-61:8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  35t0-25-M 


COMMODITY  FUTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Proposed  Amendments  and  New 
Rules  of  the  Comex  Clearing 
Association,  Inc.,  Relating  to  the 
Guaranty  Fund;  Extension  of  the 
Comment  Period 

agency:  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission. 

action:  Extension  of  comment  period  on 
contract  market  rule  proposals. 

summary:  On  March  4. 1981,  the 
Commission  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  proposed  new  rules  and 
amendments  to  existing  rules  relating  to 
the  guaranty  fund,  position  limits, 
original  and  margin  assessments  of  the 
Comex  Clearing  Association,  Inc. 
{“Association")  (46  FR 15192).  The 
comment  period  on  the  amendments  and 
new  rules  expired  on  May  4, 1981.  The 
Commission  has  received  a  request  for 
an  extension  of  the  comment  period  on 
the  amendmei^ts  which  relate  to  the 
guaranty  fund  (Rules  6.2(a),  6.2(e),  80, 81. 
and  83).  Because  it  wishes  to  ensure  that 
all  interested  parties  have  an  adequate 
opportunity  to  submit  informed 
comments,  the  Commission  has 
determined  to  reopen  the  comment 
period  on  that  portion  of  the 
Association's  proposal. 
date:  The  comment  period  has  been 
extended  through  July  1, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Interested  persons  should 
submit  their  views  and  comments  to 
Jane  K.  Stuckey,  Secretary,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission,  2033  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20581. 
Reference  should  be  made  to  Comex 
Clearing  Guaranty  Fund. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Muriel  A.  Caplan,  Esq.,  Division  of 
Trading  and  Markets,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission,  2033  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20581; 
Telephone:  (202)  254-8955.  . 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C.  on  June  9, 1981, 
by  the  Commission. 

)ane  K.  Stuckey, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17620  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  63S1-01-M 

Proposed  Amendments  to  the  Fresh 
White  Eggs  Contract  of  the  Chicago 
Mercantile  Exchange  To  Permit  the 
Delivery  of  White  Nest  Run  Eggs 
agency:  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  contract 
market  rule  amendments. 

SUMMARY:  The  Chicago  Mercantile 
Exchange  (“CME”)  has  submitted 
amendments  to  its  fresh  white  eggs 
contract  to  permit  the  delivery  of  white 
nest  run  eggs  on  the  current  white 
graded  eggs  contract.  Delivery  units  of 
nest  run  eggs  could  be  deliverable  at  the 
same  price  as  the  current  par  delivery 
unit  of  graded  white  eggs.  In  addition, 
the  Exchange  is  proposing  to  amend 
Chapters  7  and  12  to  alter  its  current 
certificate  of  delivery  system.  The 
Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission  (“Commission")  has 
determined  that  the  proposed 
amendments  are  of  major  economic 
significance  and  that,  accordingly, 
publication  of  the  proposed  amendments 
is  in  the  public  interest,  will  assist  the 
Commission  in  considering  the  views  of 
interested  persons,  and  is  consistent 
with  the  purposes  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act. 

DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  on  or 
before  July  15, 1981. 

ADDRESS:  Interested  persons  should 
submit  their  views  and  comments  to 
Jane  K.  Stuckey,  Secretary,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission,  2033  K 
Street,  N.W.>  Washington,  D.C.  20581. 
Reference  should  be  made  to  CME  Fresh 
White  Eggs  Contract  Amendments. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
De’Ana  J.  Hamilton,  Division  of  Trading 
and  Markets,  Con^modity  Futures 
Trading  Commission,  2033  K  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20581,  (202)  254- 
8955;  or  Blake  Imel,  Division  of 
Economics  and  Education.  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission,  2033  K 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20581. 
(202)  254-3203. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMAHON:  The 

Commodity  Futures  Trading 


Commission,  in  accordance  with  section 
5a(12)  of  the  Commodity  Exchange  Act. 
(“Act").  7  U.S.C.  §  7a(12)  (Supp.  Ill  1979), 
has  determined  that  the  proposed 
amendments  to  the  Chicago  Mercantile 
Exchange’s  Fresh  White  Eggs  Rules 
1200, 1201,  and  1203  through  1217  and  an 
amendment  to  delivery  Facilities  and 
Procedure  rule  704.B  are  of  major 
economic  significance.  The  Exchange  is 
also  proposing  a  number  of  changes  in 
the  language  of  Chapter  12  to  improve 
the  clarity  of  the  contract.  The  entire 
text  of  Chapter  12  is  printed  below  along 
with  the  proposed  amendment  to  rule 
704,  using  italics  to  indicate  additions 
and  brackets  to  indicate  deletions: 

Chapter  12 — ^Fresh  White  Eggs 

1200.  Scope  of  Chapter. — ^This  chapter  is 
limited  in  application  to  futures  trading  of 
fresh  [large]  white  eggs.  The  procedures  for 
trading,  clearing,  inspection,  delivery, 
settlement  and  any  other  matters  not 
speciHcally  covered  herein  shall  be  governed 
by  the  rules  of  the  Exchange. 

1201.  Commodity  Specifications. — ^The 
commodity  traded  pursuant  to  this  chapter 
shall  consist  of  fresh  white  eggs,  which  shall 
be  either  (large,  white,  fresh  eggs-shell 
treated  according  to  industry  practice, 
delivered  in  an  approved  plant.)  large,  graded 
and  shell-treated  according  to  industry 
practice  or  unwashed  nest  run  and  natural  ar 
shell-treated  according  to  industry  practice. 
Each  delivered  unit  must  be  processed  and 
delivered  in  a  single  plant  approved  by  the 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
the  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange. 

1202.  Futures  call. — 

A.  Trading  Months  and  Hours 

Futures  contracts  shall  be  scheduled  for 
trading  and  delivery  during  such  hours  and  in 
such  months  as  may  be  determined  by  the 
Board. 

B.  Trading  Unit 

The  unit  of  trading  shall  be  750  cases  of  30 
dozen  each. 

C.  Price  Increments 

Minimum  price  fluctuations  shall  be  in 
multiples  of  $.0005  per  dozen  ($11.25  per 
contract). 

D.  Daily  Price  Limits 

There  shall  be  no  trading  at  a  price  more 
than  two  cents  ($.02)  per  dozen  above  or 
below  the  previous  day's  settlement  price 
($450.00  per  contract). 

E.  Position  Limits 

A  person  shall  not  own  or  control  a  total  of 
more  than  150  contracts  in  any  one  contract 
month,  nor  shall  his  net  long  or  short  position 
in  all  contract  months  combined  exce^  150 
contracts. 

F.  Accumulation  of  Positions 

For  purposes  of  this  rule,  the  positions  of 
all  accounts  owned  or  controlled  by  a  person 
or  persons  acting  in  concert  or  in  which  such 
person  or  persons  have  a  proprietary  or 
beneficial  interest  shall  be  cumulate.  The 
total  position  of  each  account  in  which  a 


31302 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  114  /  Monday,  June  15,  1981  /  Notices 


person  has  more  than  a  nominal  interest  shall 
also  be  cumulated  and  added  to  any  other 
positions  attributable  to  that  person. 

G.  Bona  Fide  Hedges 

The  foregoing  position  limits  shall  not 
apply  to  bona  fide  hedging  transactions 
meeting  the  requirements  of  Section  4a. (3)  of 
the  Commodity  Exchange  Act  and  the  rules 
of  the  Exchange. 

H.  Termination  of  Futures  Trading 

Futures  trading  shall  terminate  on  the 

businesss  day  immediately  preeceding  the 
last  seven  (7)  business  days  of  the  contract 
month. 

I.  Contract  Modifications 

Specifications  shall  be  fixed  as  of  the  first 

day  of  trading  of  a  contract,  except  that  all 
deliveries  must  conform  to  government 
regulations  in  force  at  the  time  of  delivery.  If 
any  federal  governmental  agency  issues  an 
order,  ruling,  directive  or  law  that  conflicts 
with  the  requirements  of  these  rules,  such 
order,  ruling,  directive  or  law  shall  be 
construed  to  take  precedence  and  become 
part  of  these  rules,  and  all  open  and  new 
contracts  shall  be  subject  to  such  government 
orders. 

1203.  Delivery  Methods. — Delivery  may  be 
made  on  any  business  day  of  the  contract 
month  in  accordance  with  one  of  the 
following  delivery  methods: 

A.  Certificate  of  Delivery 

During  the  period  beginning  with  the  first 
business  day  of  the  contract  month  and 
ending  on  the  la§t  day  of  trading  of  the 
contract  month,  delivery  shall  be  effected  by 
means  of  a  Certificate  of  Delivery  and  shall 
be  governed  by  Rules  1204  through  1212  of 
this  Chapter. 

B.  Delivery  Notice 

During  the  period  beginning  after  the  last 
day  of  trading  in  the  contract  month  and 
ending  at  9:00  a.m.  on  the  last  business  day  of 
the  contract  month,  delivery  shall  be  effected 
by  means  of  a  Deli  very  Notice  and  shall  be 
governed  by  Rule  1213  of  this  Chapter. 

[1203.]  1204.  Certificate  of  Delivery. — h 
Certificate  of  Delivery  shall  constitute  a 
binding  commitment  of  an  authorized  egg 
plant,  guaranteed  by  its  clearing  member,  to 
deliver  one  trading  unit  of  fresh  eggs,  meeting 
the  specifications  of  this  chapter,  within  three 
(3)  business  days  after  valid  exercise.  The 
Certificate  must  indicate  whether  the 
intended  delivery  unit  is  composed  of  graded 
eggs  or  nest  run  eggs.  [A  Certificate  of 
Deliver  may  be  issued  on  any  business  day 
of  the  delivery  month  up  to  and  including  the 
business  day  preceeding  the  last  four  (4) 
business  days  of  that  month.]  A  Certificate 
[shall  be  valid  and]  may  be  [submitted] 
tendered  to  the  Clearing  House  on  any  day 
during  the  period  beginning  with  the^  business 
day  preceding  the  first  business  day  of  the 
contract  month  and  ending  at  8.-00  p.m.  on  the 
business  day  preceding  the  last  trading  day 
of  the  contract  month,  [up  to  and  including 
the  business  day  preceding  the  last  three  (3) 
business  day  of  the  delivery  month.] 

[1204.]  1205.  Certificate  Holding  Charge.— 
The  holder  of  a  Certificate  of  Delivery  shall 
be  assessed  a  charge  of  one  cent  ($.oi]  per 


dozen  for  each  business  day  or  part  thereof 
he  holds  the  Certificate  except  the  day  it  is 
exercised.  Payment  shall  be  made  by  check 
to  the  Clearing  House  upon  retender  and/or 
upon  exercise. 

One-half  cent  ($.0005)  per  dozen  per 
business  day  shall  accrue  to  the  issuing  plant 
as  a  carrying  charge  and  the  remaining  one- 
half  cent  shall  accrue  as  an  allowance  in 
favor  of  any  subsequent  purchaser  [who] 
exercis[es]ing  the  Certificate  of  Delivery,  [i.e., 
any  buyer  taking  delivery]  or  the  issuing 
plant  repurchasing  the  Certificate  of  Delivery. 

[1205.]  1206.  Delivery  Procedures  During 
Trading  in  the  Contract  Month,  [delivery 
requires  a  Notice  of  Intent  to  Deliver  and  a 
Certificate  of  Delivery.] 

[Rule  700  shall  apply  to  delivery  of  eggs 
under  this  Chapter.  Delivery  of  the  actual 
commodity  may  be  made  on  any  business 
day  of  the  contract  month.] 

A.  Seller’s  Duties 

The  clearing  member  representing  a  short 
that  intends  to  make  delivery  shall  [submit] 
tender  a  Notice  of  Intent  to  Deliver  and  a 
valid  Certificate  of  Delivery  to  the  Clearing 
House  prior  to  [7:00  a.m.]  8:00  p.m.  (Chicago 
time)  on  the  day  preceding  the  day  of 
delivery,  [of  the  Certificate.] 

B.  Notice  to  Buyers 

The  Clearing  House  shall  promptly  register 
the  Certificate  of  Delivery,  and  assign  the 
Certificate  and  pass  the  Notice  of  Intent  to 
Deliver  according  to  the  provisions  of  Rule 
713.D. 

C.  Buyer’s  Duties 

The  clearing  member  representing  the 
buyer  [and  receiving  a  Notice  of  Intent  to 
Deliver]  assigned  a  Certificate  of  Delivery 
shall  present  to  the  Clearing  House  a 
certified  or  cashier’s  check,  in  the  amount  of 
22,500  times  the  settlement  price  on  the  day 
prior  to  receipt  of  the  [that  Notice]  Notice  of 
Intent  to  Deliver,  [to  the  Clearing  House]  no 
later  than  12:00  noon  the  business  day 
following  receipt  of  that  notice. 

The  Clearing  House  shall  hold  the  original 
purchase  price  of  the  Certificate  of  Delivery 
for  the  account  of  the  issuing  plant  until 
completion  of  delivery  or  cancellation  upon 
repurchase  by  the  issuing  plant.  The  Clearing 
House  will  release  to  the  retenderer  any 
subsequent  purchase  price  upon  [completion 
of]  retender,  [or  reassignment  to  the 
retenderer.] 

D.  Buyer’s  Options 

A  buyer  receiving  a  Notice  of  Intent  to 
Deliver  [on  other  than]  prior  to  the  last  day  of 
trading  shall  either  exercise  the  Certificate 
according  to  die  provisions  of  Rule  [1209] 

1210  or  retender  it  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  Rule  [1206]  1207  by  11:00  a.m. 
on  the  day  of  receipt  of  said  Certificate  or  by 
11:00  a.m.  on  the  next  business  day,  unless 
the  next  business  day  is  the  last  trading  day, 
in  which  case,  retender  must  occur  by  10:00 
a.m. 

A  buyer  receiving  a  Notice  of  Intent  to 
Deliver  on  the  last  day  of  trading  may 
retender  the  Certificate  by  10:00  a.m.  on  that 
day,  may  exercise  the  Certificate  by  lOKX) 
a.m.  on  that  day,  or  may  hold  the  Certificate. 
However,  a  buyer  holding  a  Certificate  after 


trading  ceases  for  the  month  must  exercise 
the  Certificate  no  later  than  [the  first 
business  day  preceding  the  last  three  (3) 
business  days  of  the  month.]  11:00  a.m.  on  the 
business  day  following  the  last  day  of 
trading. 

[A  buyer  receiving  a  Notice  of  Intent  to 
Deliver  after  trading  ceases  for  the  month 
must  exercise  the  Certificate  no  later  than  the 
first  business  day  preceding  the  last  three  (3) 
business  days  of  the  month.] 

If  a  buyer  fails  to  exercise  or  retender  as 
required,  the  clearing  member  representing 
that  buyer  shall  be  responsible  for  accepting 
delivery  of  the  physical  commodity. 

[1206.]  1207.  Retender  of  Certificates. 

A.  Short  Position 

A  Certificate  of  Delivery  may  be 
retendered  only  in  satisfaction  of  a  short 
position  in  the  same  month  as  the  month  of 
its  issuance.  Said  short  position  must  be 
presented  to  the  Clearing  House.  A  buyer 
who  receives  a  Certificate  of  Delivery  may 
establish  a  short  position  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  retender  without  regard  to  the 
provisions  of  Rule  818. 

B.  Retender  Procedures 

The  clearing  member  representing  the 
retendering  seller  shall  present  a  Notice  of 
Intent  to  Deliver  to  the  Clearing  House  in 
accordance  with  the  time  limits  specified  in 
Rule  [1205]  1206.13.  [on  the  day  of  retender.]  A 
check  in  the  amount  of  the  holding  charge 
described  in  Rule  [1204]  1205  and  a  certified 
or  cashier’s  check  for  the  purchase  price 
described  in  Rule  [1205.C.]  1206.C.  shall  be 
presented  to  the  Clearing  House  in 
accordance  with  the  time  limits  specified  in 
Rule  [1205.C.]  1206.C. 

[1207.]  1208.  Purchase  of  Retendered 
Certificate. 

A.  Posting 

On  the  day  of  retender,  the  Clearing  House 
shall  post  on  the  trading  floor  by  11:30  a.m. 
and  until  12:30  p.m.  notice  of  all  retendered 
Certificates  of  Delivery  identifying  the  issuing 
egg  plant,  its  address  and  any  accrued 
allowances.  If  the  day  of  retender  is  the  last 
day  of  trading,  the  Clearing  House  shall  post 
such  notice  by  10:30  a.m.  and  until  11:30  a.m. 

B.  Purchase  of  Posted  Certificates 

A  posted  Certificate  of  Delivery  may  be 
purchased  by  open  outcry  by  a  holder  of  a 
long  position  in  the  same  month  as  the  month 
of  its  issuance.  Said  long  position  must  be 
presented  to  the  Clearing  House.  A  long 
position  may  be  established  for  the  purpose 
of  buying  a  [retendered]  posted  Certificate  of 
Delivery  without  regard  to  the  prohibitions  of 
Rule  818. 

C.  Price 

The  purchaser  of  a  [retendered]  posted 
Certificate  of  Delivery  shall  present  to  the 
Clearing  House  by  12d)0  noon  of  the  business 
day  following  purchase  a  certified  or 
cashier’s  check  in  the  amount  of  22,500  times 
the  settlement  price  on  the  day  of  purchase. 
The  Clearing  House  shall  remit  said  amount 
to  the  retenderer. 
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D.  Purchaser's  Duties 

The  purchaser  of  a  posted  Certificate  of 
Delivery  may  not  retender.  Said  certiHcate.  if 
purchased  by  other  than  the  issuing  plant, 
must  be  exercised  by  11:00  a.m.  the  following 
business  day. 

E.  Notification 

The  purchaser’s  clearing  member  shall 
promptly  notify  the  Clearing  House  whether 
the  CertiHcate  is  being  purchased  by  the 
issuing  egg  plant  or  exercised. 

[1208.]  1209.  Reassignment  of  Retendered 
CertiHcate. — If  a  retendered  Certificate  of 
Delivery  is  not  purchased  under  Rule  [1207] 
1208,  the  Clearing  House  shall  assign  it  [to  a 
long  position]  in  the  same  manner  as 
specified  in  Rule  [1205]  I206.B.,  with  the 
oldest  Certificate  receiving  priority  of 
assignment.  The  assignee  of  a  retendered 
CertiHcate  is,  in  turn,  a  “buyer”  for  purposes 
of  determining  said  assignee’s  duties  and 
options  under  this  Chapter,  [and  under  other 
applicable  Exchange  rules.]  However,  the 
assignee-buyer’s  payment  under  Rule  [1205] 
1206.0,.  will  not  be  held  by  the  Clearing 
House  for  the  account  of  the  issuing  plant, 
but  will  be  remitted  to  the  retendcrer. 

[1209.]  1210.  Exercise  of  [Delivery]  a 
CertiHcate  of  Delivery. — 

A.  Exercise  Procedures 

The  clearing  member  representing  an 
assigned  buyer  or  the  clearing  member 
representing  the  purchaser  of  a  retendered 
CertiHcate  exercises  a  CertiHcate  of  Delivery 
by  written  notice  to  the  Clearing  House  in 
accordance  with  the  time  limits  prescribed  in 
Rule  [1205]  1206.li.  [Full  and  proper  payment 
of  the  purchase  price  shall  be  made  by  noon 
of  the  business  day  following  receipt  of  the 
Notice  of  Intent  to  Deliver.] 

B.  Issuing  Plant’s  Duties 

Inspection  shall  be  made  only  after  the 
exercise  of  the  Certificate  of  Delivery.  The 
issuing  plant  shall  have  the  eggs  [shell 
treated,]  inspected  and  otherwise  ready  for 
delivery  within  three  (3)  business  days  after 
the  day  of  exercise.  Failure  to  do  so  shall 
result  in  a  [the  following  additional]  charge[s] 
to  the  issuing  plant].]  of  one  cent  ($.01)  per 
dozen  per  business  day  for  each  day 
[thereafter]  until  the  eggs  have  passed 
inspectian  and  are  otherwise  [are  presented 
that  have  passed  inspection  and  are 
otherwise]  ready  for  delivery.  For  the 
purpose[s]  of  this  subsection,  [Rule  1209.B.,] 
the  business  day  shall  end  at  3:00  p.m.,  local 
time. 

C.  Exerciser’s  Duties 

The  exerciser  shall  remove  the  eggs  no 
later  than  the  third  business  day  after 
inspection,  [exercise,  or  if]  //the  issuing  plant 
has  failed  to  ready  the  eggs  for  delivery  by 
the  third  business  day  after  exercise,  Ute 
exerciser  shall  remove  the  eggs  not  later  than 
the  third  business  day  after  the  eggs  have 
passed  inspection  and  are  otherwise  ready 
for  delivery.  However,  if  the  eggs  are 
inspected  ar  1  otherwise  ready  for  delivery 
prior  to  these  time  limits,  the  exerciser  may 
make  mutually  satisfactory  arrangements 
with  the  plant  for  an  earlier  pick-up.  Failure 
to  make  timely  removal,  if  such  failure  is  not 
caused  by  the  issuing  plant’s  failure  to  have 


the  eggs  inspected  and  otherwise  ready  for 
delivery,  shall  result  in  [the  following 
additional]  a  charge[s]  to  the  exerciser].]  of 
one  cent  ($.01)  per  dozen  per  business  day  for 
each  day  [thereafter]  until  the  eggs  are 
removed.  For  purposes  of  this  subsection. 

[Rule  1209.C.,]  the  business  day  shall  end  at 
3:00  p.m.,  local  time. 

D.  Payment  Due  Upon  Exercise  of  the 
CertiHcate 

Payment  for  the  purchase  price  shall  be 
made  to  the  Clearing  House  by  the  clearing 
member  representing  the  purchser  by  IZHO 
noon  of  the  business  day  after  exercise  of  the 
Certificate. 

The  Clearing  House  shall  remit  to  the 
exerciser  of  an  CertiHcate  the  allowances 
accruing  to  the  CertiHcate  of  Delivery  under 
[1204]  1205,  and  such  allowances  as  may 
accrue  under  Rule  [1212]  1214  for  quality, 
quantity,  and  delivery  point  deviations.  In 
addition,  any  charges  against  the  issuing 
plant  under  Rule  [1209]  1210  shall  be 
collected  by  the  Clearing  House  and  remitted 
to  the  exerciser  of  the  CertiHcate. 

[1210.]  1211.  Cancellation  of  Delivery 
CertiHcates. — A  CertiHcate  of  Delivery  shall 
be  deemed  cancelled  either  upon  purchase  by 
the  issuing  egg  plant  or  upon  exercise  in 
accordance  with  Rule  [1209]  1210. 

[1211.]  1212.  Payment  [of]  to  Issuing 
Plant. — ^Upon  cancellation  of  a  CertiHcate  of 
Delivery,  either  by  repurchase  or  exercise, 
the  Clearing  House  shall  remit  to  the  issuing 
plant  the  original  purchase  price  of  such 
CertiHcate,  plus  all  accrued  carrying  charges 
net  of  all  deductions  for  quality,  quantity,  and 
delivery  point  allowances.  Any  additional 
amounts  due  to  the  issuing  plant  for  eggs  left 
in  the  plant  beyond  the  allotted  three  (3) 
business  days  shall  be  billed  and  paid 
through  the  Clearing  house.  Billings  shaU  be 
made  within  thirty  (30)  calendar  days  of 
removal,  and  payment  shall  be  made  within 
Hve  (5)  calendar  days  of  billing.  The  clearing 
member  representing  the  buyer  shall  be 
responsible  for  payment  of  such  additional 
amounts. 

1213.  Delivery  Procedures  After  Trading 
Terminates  in  the  Contract  Month, 

A.  Seller's  Duties 

The  clearing  member  representing  a  short 
that  intends  to  make  delivery  after  trading 
terminates  shall  tender  a  Delivery  Notice  to 
the  Clearing  House  prior  to  8dX)  p.m. 

(Chicago  time)  on  the  day  preceding  the  day 
of  delivery;  except  that  a  Delivery  Notice 
may  be  submitted  to  the  Clearing  House  prior 
to  9.-00  a.m.  on  the  last  business  day  of  the 
contract  month.  The  eggs  shall  be  inspected 
not  more  than  two  (2)  calendar  days  prior  to 
tendering  the  Delivery  Notice.  The  seller 
shall  deliver  through  the  Clearing  House  all 
documents  necessary  in  order  to  effect 
delivery. 

B.  Buyer’s  Dudes 

The  clearing  member  receiving  Delivery 
Notice  shall  present  a  certified  or  cashier's 
check  for  the  amount  shown  on  the  Delivery 
Notice  at  the  Clearing  House  not  later  than 
12.'00  noon  of  the  following  business  day. 

The  buyer  receiving  delivery  must  remove 
the  eggs  from  the  delivering  plant  within  the 
following  three  (3)  business  days  after 


receipt  af  the  Delivery  Notice.  Failure  to 
comply  shall  result  in  a  charge  to  the  buyer 
of  one  cent  ($.01)  per  dozen  per  business  day 
for  each  day  until  the  eggs  are  removed.  For 
the  purpose  of  this  subsection  the  business 
day  shall  end  at  3d)0 p.m.,  local  time. 

C.  Payment 

Upon  completion  of  delivery,  the  Clearing 
House  shall  release  to  the  seller  the  amount 
due.  Seller  shall  receive  such  funds,  and  title 
shall  pass  to  buyer,  at  the  expiration  of  three 
business  days  after  the  Delivery  Notice  has 
been  tendered  or  when  the  buyer  removes  the 
eggs  from  the  delivering  plant,  whichever 
shall  occur  first.  Any  additional  amounts  due 
seller  for  eggs  left  in  plant  beyond  the 
allott^  three  business  days  shall  be  billed 
and  paid  through  the  Clearing  House. 

[1212.]  1214.  Par  Delivery  and 
Substitutions. — The  delivery  unit  shall 
consist  of  graded  eggs  or  nest  run  eggs,  but 
not  a  combination  of  graded  and  nest  run  in 
the  same  delivery  unit 
A  Par  Delivery  Unit — Graded  or  Nest  Run 

1.  Quality  Specifications — 

a.  Graded 

The  eggs  shall  be  U.S.  graded  90%  AA  and 
A  Quality  in  combination,  of  which  no  less 
than  20%  shall  be  AA  Quality.  [20.0%  AA 
Quality  with  the  combination  of  90.0%  AA 
and  A  Quality.]  No  individual  case  shall 
contain  less  than  10.0%  AA  Quality.  No 
Individual  case  shall  contain  less  than  75.0 
AA  and  A  Quality  in  combination. 

The  average  net  weight  for  par  delivery 
shall  be  at  least  46.0  pounds  per  case  wi^  no 
individual  case  weighing  less  than  45.0 
pounds,  net.  The  average  net  weight  for  par 
delivery  shall  not  exceed  50.0  poimds  per 
case  with  no  individual  case  to  exceed  51.0 
pounds  neL 

In  addition,  eggs  rating  below  B  Quality 
shall  not  exceed  6.0%,  including  loss,  which 
shall  not  exceed  1.0%. 

b.  Nest  Run 

The  eggs  shall  be  current  production, 
unwashed  nest  run  88%  AA  and  A  Quality  in 
Combination,  of  which  no  less  than  35%  shall 
be  AA  Quality.  No  individual  case  may 
contain  less  than  25%  AA  Quality.  No 
individual  case  may  contain  less  than  75%  of 
AA  and  A  Quality  in  combination.  Eggs  with 
adhering  dirt  or  foreign  material  on  the  shell 
exceeding  one-half  inch  diameter  shall  not 
exceed  5%.  Not  more  than  5%  may  be  checks 
and  not  more  than  2%  may  be  loss.  Marks 
which  are  slightly  gray  in  appearance  and 
adhering  dirt  or  foreign  material  on  the  shell 
less  than  inch  in  diameter  are  not 
considered  quality  factors.  The  eggs  shall  be 
officially  graded  for  all  other  quality  factors. 

The  average  net  weight  for  par  delivery 
shall  be  at  least  48.0 pounds  per  case  with  no 
individual  case  weiring  less  than  46.0 
pounds  net  The  average  net  weight  for  par 
delivery  shall  not  exceed  50.0  pounds  per 
case  with  no  individual  case  to  exceed  51.0 
pounds  net  Units  whose  average  net  weight 
is  more  than  50.0 pounds  are  not  deliverable. 
For  purposes  of  inspection  for  weight,  the 
number  of  sample  cases  shall  be  double  the 
minimum  USDA  sample  size  requirement. 
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The  delivery  unit  may  consist  of  from  1  to  3 
lots,  each  of  which  shall  contain  no  less  than 
150  cases. 

Each  lot  shall  be  positively  identified  or 
the  entire  unit  shall  be  treated  as  one  lot. 

The  weight  requirements  and  allowance 
specified  ^all  be  applied  individually  to 
each  lot  in  the  delivery  unit,  and,  if  any  lot 
fails  to  meet  such  requirements,  the  entire 
unit  shall  fail  inspection. 

2.  Packaging — 

Eggs  must  be  packed  in  new  or  good  used 
fibre  or  corrugated  cases  with  fibre  or 
corrugated  centers  which  meet  one  of  the 
following  requirements: 

a.  A  marked  minimum  bursting  strength  of 
200  pounds  with  S,  H,  or  Z  linersf.];  or 

b.  Double  walled  without  liners. 

Other  cases  may  be  used  if  approved  by 

the  CME.  The  cases  need  not  be 
manufactured  by  the  same  manufacturer. 
Filler-flats  must  be  acceptable  to  the  trade 
and  be  either  new  or  good  used.  Cases  must 
be  taped  with  no  less  than  a  two-inch  tape, 
but  no  more  than  a  three-inch  tape,  or  as 
approved  by  the  USDA. 

3.  Delivery  Points — 

Par  delivery  of  eggs  shall  be  basis  Chicago 
area.  Deliveries  made  from  outside  the 
Chicago  area  may  be  substituted  with  an 
allowance,  as  determined  and  published  by 
the  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange. 

B.  Quality  Deviations  and  Allowances 

1.  Graded 

Carlots  grading  below  90.0%  but  not  less 
than  89.0%  AA  and  A  Quality  may  be 
delivered  with  an  allowance  of  one  cent 
($.01)  per  dozen.  Carlots  grading  below  89.0% 
but  not  less  than  88.0%  AA  and  A  Quality 
may  be  delivered  with  an  allowance  of  two 
cents  ($.02)  per  dozen.  Carlots  grading  below 
88.0%  but  not  less  than  87.0%  AA  and  A 
Quality  may  be  delivered  with  an  allowance 
of  four  cents  ($.04)  per  dozen.  No  carlots 
grading  less  than  87.0%  Aa  and  A  Quality 
may  be  delivered.  [No  case  shall  contain  less 
than  75.0%  AA  and  A  Quality  in 
Combination.  No  case  shall  contain  less  than 
10.0%  AA  Quality.] 

2.  Nest  Run 

Carlots  grading  below  88.0%  but  not  less 
than  87.0%  A  A  and  A  Quality  may  be 
delivered  with  an  allowance  of  one  cent 
($.01)  per  dozen.  Carlots  grading  below  87.0% 
but  not  less  than  86.0%  AA  and  A  Quality 
may  be  delivered  with  an  allowance  of  two 
cents  ($.02)  per  dozen.  Carlots  grading  below 
86.0%  but  not  less  than  85.0%  AA  and  A 
Quality  may  be  delivered  with  an  allowance 
of  four  cents  ($.04)  per  dozen.  No  carlots 
grading  less  than  85.0%  AA  and  A  Quality 
may  be  delivered. 

C.  Quantity  Deviations  and  Allowances 

The  delivery  unit  may  be  720  to  750  cases, 

but  payment  shall  be  made  on  the  basis  of 
the  exact  quantity  delivered. 

D.  Weight  Deviations  and  Allowances — Nest 
Run  Eggs  Only 

Delivery  units  whose  average  net  weight  is 
less  than  47.0  pounds  are  not  deliverable. 
Delivery  units  having  an  average  net  weight 
per  case  of  less  than  48  pounds  shall  be 
discounted  one  half  cen*  ($.005)  per  dozen  for 


each  Vi  pound  or  fraction  thereof  by  which 
the  average  net  weight  falls  below  48  pounds 
per  case. 

[1213.]  1215.  Inspection. — Unless  otherwise 
specified  in  this  Chapter,  [T]/he  eggs  must 
meet  [the  requirements  of  the  U.S. 
Specihcations  and  Weight  Classes  for 
Wholesale  Grades  for  Shell  Eggs]  the 
regulations  governing  the  grading  of  shell 
eggs  and  U.S.  standards,  grades,  and  weight 
classes  for  shell  eggs  as  promulgated  by  the 
Poultry  and  Dairy  Quality  Division,  Food 
Safety  and  Quality  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture  (USDA).  All  cases  must  be 
taped  and  identiHed  with  a  lot  number  prior 
to  the  selection  of  the  sample  by  the  USDA 
[inspector]  grader.  Tags  will  not  be  allowed. 
All  cases  delivered  must  be  taped  and 
identified  with  a  USDA  lot  number  prior  to 
the  selection  of  the  sample  by  the  USDA 
[inspector]  grader;  however,  no  case  may  be 
stamped  with  more  than  one  USDA  number. 

Inspection  must  be  made  during  the  month 
of  delivery,  [and  only  after  Certificate  of 
Delivery  is  exercised.]  Eggs  delivered  in  one 
month  shall  not  be  eligible  for  delivery  in  any 
subsequent  month. 

[1214.]  1216.  Appeal  Grading  at  Point  of 
Origin. — A  request  may  be  made  for  appeal 
grading  at  the  plant  of  origin.  Requests  for 
such  appeal  must  be  presented  to  the  Chicago 
Mercantile  Exchange  no  later  than  [twelve] 
12:00  noon,  Chicago  time,  on  the  day  of 
notification  of  the  results  of  the  original 
inspection.  Appeal  grading  shall  be 
conducted  by  an  [inspector]  grader  assigned 
by  the  Regional  Director  of  the  Poultry  and 
Dairy  Quality  Division,  Food  Safety  and 
Quality  Service,  USDA.  If  the  FSQS  Regional 
Director  determines  that  an  appeal  grading  is 
not  justified,  then  the  original  inspection 
final 

Appeal  grading  shall  be  performed  in 
accordance  with  USDA  procedures  described 
in  7  CFR  Part  2856  of  the  USDA  regulations 
governing  the  grading  of  shell  eggs.  In  the 
event  that  the  appeal  grading  determines  that 
the  eggs  presented  meet  contract 
requirements,  the  cost  of  such  appeal  shall  be 
borne  by  the  buyer,  and  penalties  specified 
shall  apply  to  any  delay  in  picking  up  the 
eggs,  whether  or  not  the  delay  is  caused  by 
the  appeal  grading.  Should  the  appeal  grading 
determine  that  the  eggs  delivered  do  not  meet 
the  contract  requirements,  the  seller  [will  be 
considered  to  have  failed  to  have  made]  shall 
have  failed  to  make  delivery  and  will  be 
subject  to  the  penalties  described  in  Rule 
[1215]  1217.  In  addition,  the  seller  must  pay 
for  the  appeal  grading.  The  results  of  the 
appeal  grading  are  final,  [with  no  appeal.  In 
the  event  that  the  FSQS  Regional  Director 
does  not  agree  that  an  appeal  grading  is 
justified,  then  the  original  inspection  shall  be 
Rnal.] 

[1215.]  1217.  Failure  of  Eggs  to  Pass  Appeal 
Grading. — Upon  failure  of  the  eggs  to  pass 
appeal  grading,  the  seller  shall  pay  a  one  cent 
($.01)  per  dozen  per  day  penalty  for  each 
business  day  following  the  original  date  of 
inspection  until  eggs  are  presented  that  have 
passed  inspection.  Payment  of  penalties  does 
not  relieve  the  seller  of  its  obligation  to 
deliver  acceptable  eggs. 

[1216.]  1218.  Exchange  Inspection 
Certificate. — ^The  rules  of  the  Exchange  in 


regard  to  the  Exchange  Inspection  Certificate 
are  not  applicable  to  delivery  under  this 
Chapter. 

[1217.]  1219.  Costs  of  Inspection,  Weighing, 
Storage,  Etc. — All  charges  for  handling,  prior 
to  removal  by  the  [exerciser]  buyer  from  the 
plant,  shall  be  borne  by  the  seller.  All  charges 
incurred  thereafter  shall  be  borne  by  the 
[exerciser]  buyer. 

The  costs  of  all  inspection  examinations, 
documentation  and  related  services 
performed  by  the  USDA  grader,  and  related 
services,  such  as  re-packaging  after 
examination,  shall  be  borne  by  the  seller. 

Chapter  7 — Delivery  Facilities  and 
Procedures 

704.  Other  Approved  Delivery  Facilities. — 

B.  Approved  Egg  Plants 
Delivery  in  satisfaction  of  the  fresh  egg 
contract  shall  be  made  exclusively  from  egg 
plants  meeting  Exchange  requirements  and 
approved  for  in-plant  delivery  of  fresh  shell 
eggs  and  authorized  by  the  Exchange  to  issue 
Certificates  of  Delivery.  Such  approval  and 
authorization  shall  be  based  upon 
satisfactory  demonstration  that  the  criteria 
set  forth  in  the  application  form,  as  it  may  be 
from  time  to  time  amended,  have  been 
satisfied  and  that  the  applicant  will  fully 
perform  all  agreements  and  commitments  set 
forth  in  the  application. 

The  authorization  shall  specify  approval  to 
have  outstanding  at  any  one  time  a  limited 
and  certain  number  of  Certificates  of 
Delivery,  said  number  to  be  determined,  at 
the  discretion  of  the  Exchange,  on  the  basis 
of  plant  capacity  and  ability  to  conform  to 
Exchange  regulations.  [That  number  shall 
apply  after  trading  ceases  for  a  delivery 
month.]  A  plant  shall  not  have  outstanding  at 
one  time  more  than  the  approved  number  of 
certificates.  The  number  of  certificates  issued 
by  a  plant  shall  not  relieve  said  plant  of  its 
obligation  to  delivery  against  outstanding 
certificates. 

***** 

Other  materials  submitted  by  the 
CME  in  support  of  its  rule  amendments 
may  be  available  upon  request  pursuant 
to  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  [5 
U.S.C.  552}  and  the  Commission’s 
regulations  thereunder  (17  CFR  Part  145, 
as  amended  at  45  FR  26953-4  (April  22, 
1980)},  except  to  the  extent  they  may  be 
entitled  to  confidential  treatment  as  set 
forth  in  17  CFR  145.5  and  145.9.  Requests 
for  copies  of  such  materials  should  be 
made  to  the  FOI,  Privacy  and  Sunshine 
Acts  Compliance  staff  of  the  Office  of 
the  Secretariat  at  the  Commission’s 
headquarters,  in  accordance  with  17 
CFR  145.7  and  145.8. 

Any  person  interested  in  submitting 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  on  the 
proposed  amendments,  or  with  respect 
to  other  materials  submitted  by  the  CME 
in  support  of  its  submission,  should  send 
such  comments  to  Jane  K.  Stuckey, 
Secretary,  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20581,  by  July  15, 1981. 
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Such  comment  letters  will  be  publicly 
available  except  to  the  extent  they  are 
entitled  to  conbdential  treatment  as  set 
forth  in  17  CFR  145.5  and  145.9. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June  9, 1981. 
Jane  K.  Stuckey, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17621  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6351-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Corps  of  Engineers,  Department  of  the 
Army 

National  Waterways  Study; 
Announcement  of  Open  Meeting 

agency:  Army  Corps  of  Engineers, 
Department  of  the  Army. 
action:  Notice  of  Open  Meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  announces  a  one-day  open 
public  briefing  on  the  draft  final  report 
of  the  National  Waterways  Study 
(NWS).  The  meeting  is  the  last  of  a 
series  of  national  level  meetings 
concerning  the  progress  and  Hndings  of 
the  study.  This  meeting  will  focus  oh  the 
conclusions  and  preliminary 
recommendations  to  be  presented  in  the 
Corps’  NWS  draft  final  report.  A 
summary  document  will  be  available  to 
preregistrants  planning  to  attend  the 
meeting.  The  period  for  receiving  written 
comments  on  the  summary  document  or 
the  briefing  will  last  through  August  14, 
1981.  The  draft  final  report  will  be 
available  for  public  review  in  August 
1981. 

DATE:  July  21, 1981v  8:30  a.m.  to  5:00  p.m. 
ADDRESS:  Rosslyn  Westpark  Hotel,  1900 
North  Fort  Myer  Drive,  Arlington, 
Virginia  22209. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Thomas  Ballentine  or  Mr.  David 
Grier,  U.S.  Army  Engineer  Institute  for 
Water  Resources,  National  Waterways 
Study,  Kingman  Building,  Fort  Bel  voir, 
Virginia  22060  (202/325-0479). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
conclusions  and  preliminary 
recommendations  to  be  discussed  at  the 
public  meeting  are  based  on  projections 
of  demand  for  waterborne  commerce 
through  2003,  as  well  as  on  analysis  of 
the  capabilities  of  the  existing  waterway 
system  and  its  component  structures. 
Detailed  analytical  comparisons  of  the 
demand  projections  and  the  system 
capabilities  permitted  the  determination 
of  anticipated  problem  areas,  including 
the  isolation  of  constraint  points. 
Discussions  at  the  public  meeting  will 
focus  on  the  remedial  actions  to  be 
recommended  in  the  draft  final  report. 


These  actions  will  concentrate  on 
alleviating  the  most  serious  water 
transportation  problems  and  constraints 
from  a  national  perspective  on  NWS 
conclusions  and  recommendations  will 
be  followed  by  an  opportunity  for 
discussion  of  the  forecasting  techniques 
and  results  and  of  the  evaluation 
process  leading  to  the  recommendations. 

An  advance  summary  document 
describing  the  conclusions  and 
recommendations  to  be  presented  at  the 
meeting  will  be  available  on  request. 

The  draft  final  report  of  the  National 
Waterways  Study  will  be  available  for 
public  review  in  August,  1981. 

Dated:  May  la  1981. 

John  O.  Roach  11, 

Army  Liaison  Officer  with  the  Federal 
Register. 

(FR  Doc.  81-16509  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  3710-92-M 


Department  of  the  Navy 

Chief  of  Naval  Operations  Executive 
Panei  Advisory  Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  App.  I),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Force  Enhancement  sub-Panel 
of  the  Chief  of  Naval  Operations  (CNO) 
Executive  Panel  Advisory  Committee 
will  meet  on  June  30-July  1, 1981,  fiom  9 
a.m.  to  5  p.m.  each  day,  at  2000  North 
Beauregard  Street,  Alexandria,  Virginia. 
All  sessions  will  be  dosed  to  the  public. 

The  entire  agenda  for  the  meeting  will 
consist  of  discussions  of  applications  of 
warfare  simulation  to  the  Navy’s 
tactical  and  strategic  missions  and 
related  intelligence.  'These  matters 
constitute  classified  information  that  is 
specifically  authorized  by  Executive 
order  to  be  kept  secret  in  the  interest  of 
national  defense  and  is,  in  fact  properly 
classified  pursuant  to  such  Executive 
order.  Accordingly,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  has  determined  in  writing  that  the 
public  interest  requires  that  all  sessions 
of  the  meeting  be  closed  to  the  public 
because  they  will  be  concerned  with 
matters  listed  in  Section  552b(c)(l)  of 
Title  5,  United  States  Code. 

For  further  information  concerning 
this  meeting,  contact:  Lieutenant 
Kathleen  M.  Cummings.  Executive 
Secretary,  CNO  Executive  Panel 
Advisory  Committee.  2000  North 
Beauregard  Street.  Room  392, 
Alexandria,  Virginia  22311,  Telephone; 
(703)  756-1205. 


Dated:  June  10, 1981. 

). ).  Walsh. 

Commander,  JAGC,  U.S.  Navy.  Alternate 
Federal  Register,  Liaison  Officer. 

|FK  Doc.  81-17768  Filed  6-12-81: 8:4$  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3S10-71-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

DOD  Advisory  Group  on  Electronic 
Devices;  Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

Working  Group  D  (Mainly  Laser 
Devices)  of  the  DOD  Advisory  Group  on 
Electronic  Devices  (AGED)  will  meet  in 
closed  session,  July  19-30, 1981  at  the 
Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology. 
Lincoln  Labs.  Lexington,  Massachusetts. 

The  mission  of  the  Advisory  Group  is 
to  provide  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Research  and  Engineering, 
the  Director,  Defense  Advanced 
Research  Projects  Agency  and  the 
Military  Departments  with  technical 
advice  on  the  conduct  of  economical 
and  effective  research  and  development 
programs  in  the  area  of  electron  devices. 

'The  Working  Group  D  meeting  will  be 
limited  to  review  of  research  and 
development  programs  which  the 
military  propose  to  initiate  with 
industry,  univerisities  or  in  their 
laboratories.  The  laser  area  includes 
programs  on  developments  and  research 
related  to  low  energy  lasers  for  such 
applications  as  battlefield  surveillance, 
target  designation,  ranging, 
communications,  weapon  guidance  and 
data  transmission.  The  review  will 
include  classified  program  details 
throughout. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  App  1. 
section  10(d)  (1976),  it  has  been 
determined  that  this  Advisory  Group 
meeting  concerns  matters  listed  in  5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(l)  (1976),  and  that 
accordingly,  ^is  meeting  will  be  closed 
to  the  public. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
Washington  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 

June  9, 1981. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17585  Filed  8-U-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  3810-70-M 


Defense  Science  Board  Task  Force  on 
Potable  Water  in  Southwest  Asia; 
Advisory  Committee  Meeting 

The  Defense  Science  Board  Task 
Force  on  Potable  Water  in  Southwest 
Asia  will  meet  in  closed  session  on  July 
1. 1981  in  the  Pentagon,  Arlington. 
Virginia. 

The  mission  of  the  Defense  Science 
Board  is  to  advise  the  Secretary  of 
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Defense  and  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Defense  for  Research  and  Engineering 
on  overall  research  and  engineering 
policy  and  to  provide  long-range 
guidance  to  the  Department  of  Defense 
in  these  areas. 

At  the  meeting  on  July  1  the  Task 
Force  will  review  the  current  and  future 
capability  of  the  U.S.  to  provide  water 
support  to  military  forces  in  Southwest 
Asia  and  make  recommendations 
concerning  improvements  and  other 
associated  programmatic  actions. 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  App.  1 
section  10(d)  (1976),  it  has  been 
determined  that  this  Defense  Science 
Board  Task  Force  meeting  concerns 
matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(l) 
(1976),  and  that  accordingly  this  meeting 
will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
Vt'ashiagtott  Headquarters  Services, 
Department  of  Defense. 
lu.ae  10. 1981. 

[PR  Doc.  et-17596  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  amt 

BllXING  CODE  3810-70-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Privacy  Act  of  1974;  Notices  of 
Systems  of  Records:  Amendments 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  (OSD). 

action:  Notice  of  amendments  to 
systems  of  record  notices. 

summary:  The  OfHce  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  proposes  to  amend  the  system 
notices  for  seven  systems  of  records 
subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974.  The 
speciBc  amendments  and  the  seven 
system  notices  as  amended  are  set  forth 
below. 

DATES:  These  notices  shall  be  amended 
as  proposed  without  further  notice  on 
July  15, 1981,  unless  comments  are 
received  which  would  result  in  a 
contrary  determination. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to  the 
Systems  Managers  identified  in  the 
system  notices. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Norma  Cook,  Privacy  Act  Officer, 
ODASD(A),  Room  5C-315.  Pentagon. 
Washington,  D.C.  20301.  Telephone; 

(202)  695-0970. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Office  of  the  Secretary  Defense  (OSD) 
systems  of  records  notices  as  prescribed 
by  the  Privacy  Act  have  been  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

FR  Doc.  81-897  (46  FR  6427)  January  21, 1981 
FR  Doc,  81-5568  (46  FR  12772)  February  16. 
1981 

FR  Doc.  81-6246  (46  FR  14031)  February  25. 
1981 


FR  Doc.  81-6491  (46  FR  14154)  February  26, 
1981 

FR  Doc.  81-7597  (46  FR  16114)  March  11. 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-8041  (46  FR  16926)  March  16. 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-8127  (46  FR  17074)  March  17. 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-8281  (48  FR  17243)  March  18, 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-8282  (46  FR  17243)  March  18, 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-10201  (46  FR  20260)  April  3, 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-11473  (46  FR  22257)  April  16, 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-11765  (46  FR  22632)  April  20. 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-12892  (46  FR  23967)  April  29, 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-13225  (46  FR  24620)  May  1, 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-14226  (46  FR  26365)  May  12. 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-14406  (46  FR  26676)  May  14. 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-14909  (46  FR  27373)  May  19, 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-14975  (46  FR  27373)  May  19, 1981 
FR  Doc.  81-15770  (46  FR  28470)  May  27. 1981 

These  proposed  amendments  are  not 
within  the  purview  of  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552a(o)  of  the  Act  which  requires 
the  submission  of  new  of  altered  system 
reports. 

M.  S.  Healy, 

OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer, 
Washington  Headquarters  Services. 
Department  of  Defense. 

June  10. 1981. 

DOCHA  01 

System  name: 

Health  BeneHts  Files  (44  FR  74110, 
December  17, 1979). 

Changes: 

System  location: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert; 

“Primary  System — Program 
Operations  Division  (O),  OCHAMPUS, 
DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado  80045. 

Decentralized  Segment — Office  of 
Appeals  and  Hearings  (H), 

OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.”. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

In  the  second  line,  delete  “under  the 
basic  program”.  Also,  insert  “under  the 
basic  program”  after  the  word 
“hospitalization”  in  the  third  line. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

In  the  last  line,  delete  the  word 
“CHAMPUS”  and  insert  “CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA.”. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

‘Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et.  seq.; 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17.  Title  36,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199.”. 


Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading  and  insert: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

The  Office  of  the  Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed 
Services  (OCHAMPUS)  uses  the 
information  to  determine  the  eligibility 
of  an  individual  for  health  care  under 
CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA;  to  authorize 
payment  of  health  care  claims  by 
CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA  beneficiaries;  to 
respond  to  inquiries  from  congressional 
offices  made  at  the  request  of  the 
individual  covered  by  the  system. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
and/or  foreign  law  enforcement 
agencies  for  possible  crimimnal 
prosecution;  and  referral  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services  and/or  the 
Administrator  of  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  consistent  with  their 
statutory  administrative  responsibilities 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA  pursuant 
to  Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States 
Code  and  Section  613,  Chapter  17,Title 
38,  United  States  Code.”. 

Storage: 

Delete  the  word  “Paper”  and  insert: 
“Hard  copy”. 

Retrievability: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Retrievable  numerically  by  ease 
number  (sponsor’s  Social  Security 
Number),  then  alphabetically  by  letter 
assigned  to  each  individual  family 
member.  Records  are  also  retrievable  by 
sponsor  or  beneficiary  name.  These 
records  are  also  accessible  through  an 
automated  index.”. 

Safeguards: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Automated  index  is  accessible  only 
by  authorized  persons  possessing  user 
identification  codes.  Hard  copy  records 
are  maintained  in  areas  accessible  only 
to  authorized  personnel  who  are 
properly  screened,  cleared  and  trained. 
Building  is  protected  by  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center  (FAMC)  security 
force.”. 

Retention  and  disposal: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Automated  indexes  are  permanent, 
Hard  copy  records  are  maintained  for 
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four  years  after  closure  in  active  files, 
held  an  additional  two  years  in  inactive 
files  and  then  permanently  preserved  or 
destroyed  in  accordance  with  records 
disposal  authority  as  dictated  by  subject 
matter.”. 

System  manager(s)  and  address: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Chief,  Program  Operations  Division 
(O),  OCHAMPUS,  DoD, 

Aurora,Colorado  80045.  Telephone:  303- 
341-8609.”. 

Notification  procedure: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Information  may  be  obtained  from 
the  System  Manager.”. 

Record  access  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician’s 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as  a 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  picture 
identificatioiL”. 

Contesting  record  procedures: 

In  the  third  line  under  the  above 
heading,  delete  “CFR  286b”  and  insert: 
“C.F.R. ,  Part  286b,”. 

Record  source  categories: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Records  of  fiscal  intermediaries  (FI), 
contractors,  CHAMPUS  advisors,  all 
branches  of  the  Uniformed  Service, 
Congressional  inquiries,  private 
physicians,  consultants,  applicants  and 
inquiries  made  by  individuals.”. 

DOCHA  02 

System  name: 

AR  340-18-9  Medical  Care  Inquiry 
Files  (44  FR  74111,  December  17, 1979), 


Changes: 

In  the  above  system  name,  delete  “AR 
340-18-9”. 

System  location: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Administrative  Support  Division  (A), 
OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80015.”. 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

Delete  the  first  paragraph  under  the 
above  heading. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Documents  reflecting  inquiries 
received  fiom  private  individucds  and 
Congress  for  nonprivileged  information 
on  such  matters  as  medical  treatment 
received  and  eligibility  for  medical  care 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA.  Included 
are  notifications  to  individuals  of 
approval  or  termination  of  treatment, 
and  similar  or  related  documents. 

Records  consist  of  individual  inquiries 
from  personnel  concerning  eligibility 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA  and 
replies  thereto;  Congressional  inquiries 
on  behalf  of  constituents  concerning 
eligibility  under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA 
and  replies  thereto;  files  notifying 
personnel  of  eligibility  or  termination  of 
benefits  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA.”. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101,  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et  seq.; 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199.”. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading  and  insert: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

The  Office  of  the  Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed 
Services  (OCHAMPUS]  uses  the 
information  to  establish  eligibility  for 
health  care  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA;  to  respond  to  an 
individual’s  inquiry  concerning 
CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA;  to  respond  to 
inquiries  from  Congressional  offices 
made  at  the  request  of  the  individual 
covered  by  the  system. 


External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Homan 
Services  and/or  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Chapter  K, 

’ntle  10,  United  States  Code,  and 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  and  referral  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  emd/or  foreign 
law  enforcement  agencies  for  possible 
criminal  prosecution.”. 

Storage: 

Delete  “paper”  and  insert  “Hard 
copy”. 

Retrievability: 

Delete  the  second  sentence  under  this 
heading,  and  insert: 

"These  records  are  also  accessible 
through  an  automated  index  by  case 
number,  sponsor’s  name  and  Social 
Security  Number.”. 

Safeguards: 

Delete  the  entry  imder  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Automated  index  is  accessible  only 
by  authorized  persons  possessing  user 
identification  codes.  Hard  copy  records 
are  maintained  in  areas  accessible  only 
to  authorized  personnel  who  are 
properly  screened,  cleared  and  trained. 
Building  is  protected  by  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center  (FAMC)  secinity 
force.”. 

Retention  and  Disposal: 

Delete  the  entry  imder  the  above 
heading,  and  insert 
“Automated  indexes  are  permanent. 
Hard  copy  records  are  retained  in  active 
file  until  end  of  calendar  year  in  which 
injury  occurred,  held  5  additional  years 
in  inactive  files  and  then  destroyed  or 
permanently  preserved  in  accordance 
with  records  disposal  authority  as 
dictated  by  subject  matter.”. 

System  manageifs)  and  address: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“chief.  Administrative  Support 
Division  (A),  OCHAMPUS,  DoD. 
Building  61^  Room  202,  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.  Telephone:  303-341-8005.”. 

Notification  procedure: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert* 

“Information  may  be  obtained  fiom 
the  System  Manager.”. 
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Record  access  procedures: 

Delete  the  Hrst  paragraph  under  the 
above  hea'ding.  In  the  second  paragraph, 
delete  the  second  sentence.  Delete  the 
third  and  fourth  paragraphs,  and  insert; 

“For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  be  able  to 
provide  some  acceptable  identification 
such  as  a  driver’s  license  or  other  form 
of  picture  identification. 

Should  it  be  determined  that  the 
release  of  medical  information  to  the 
requestor  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
upon  the  individual’s  physical  or  menial 
health,  the  requestor  will  be  required  to 
provide  the  name  and  address  of  a 
physician  who  would  be  willing  to 
receive  the  medical  records  and,  at  the 
physician’s  discretion,  inform  the 
individual  covered  by  the  system  of  the 
contents  of  that  medical  record.’’. 

Contesting  record  procedures: 

Delete  the  last  line  of  the  entry,  and 
inserb  “are  contained  in  32  CFR  Part 
286b,  and  OSD  Administrative 
Instruction  No.  81.’’. 

Record  source  categories: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“CHAMPUS  Fiscal  Intermediaries 
(FI),  individual  members  of  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States.  CHAMPUS 
advisors,  all  branches  of  the  Uniformed 
Services,  consultants,  and  all 
individuals  who  seek  information 
concerning  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA  ’’. 

OOCHA03 

System  name: 

Health  Benebts  Preapproval  Piles  (44 
FR  74112,  December  17, 1979), 

Changes: 

System  location: 

Delete  the  first  paragraph  under  the 
above  heading,  and  insert: 

“Primary  System — Chief,  Program 
Evaluation  Division  (E),  Office  of 
Civilian  Health  and  Medical  Program  of 
the  Uniformed  Services  (OCHAMPUS). 
DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado  80045”. 

In  the  second  paragraph,  delete 
“Denver,",  and  insert:  “Aurora,”.  Delete 
“80240;"  in  the  second  line,  and  insert; 
“80045;". 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

Delete  the  last  line  of  the  entry  under 
the  above  heading,  and  insert: 
“(CHAMPVA)/Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed 
Services  (CHAMPUS)  who  have  been 
approved  for  extended  hospital  care.". 


Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

In  the  entry  under  the  above  heading, 
second  line,  delete  the  word  “account". 
Also,  in  the  last  line,  delete  the  word 
“CHAMPUS.”,  and  insert  “CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA.”. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et,  seq,: 
Chapter  55,  Title  10.  United  States  Code: 
Section  613,  chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199.”. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading  and  insert: 

“Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes; 

OCHAMPUS  Program  Operations 
Division  (O) — ^For  approval  of  medical 
care  under  the  provisions  of  the  Program 
for  the  Handicapped  of  CHAMPUS  and/ 
or  approval  for  extended 
hospitalization;  to  control  and  review 
health  care  management  plans  for 
CHAMPUS/ZCHAMPYA  beneficiaries 
approved  for  medical  care  by  providers 
of  service. 

OCHAMPUS  Program  Evaluation 
Division  (E) — ^For  control  and 
accomplishment  of  reviews  of 
approvals:  to  coordinate  subject  matter 
clearances  for  Congressional 
committees  and  auditors. 

The  Office  of  the  Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  for  the  Uniformed 
Services  (OCHAMPUS)  uses  the 
information  for  approval  of  health  care 
under  the  Program  for  the  Handicapped; 
for  approval  of  extended  hospital  care; 
to  control  and  review  health  care 
management  plans  of  providers  of 
services  for  individuals  approved  for 
heath  care  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  to  respond  to  inquiries  from 
Congressional  offices  made  at  the 
request  of  the  individual  covered  by  the 
system. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Chapter  55, 

Title  10,  United  States  Code  and  Section 
613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United  States 
Code;  and  referral  to  the  Department  of 
lustice  and/or  foreign  law  enforcement 


agencies  for  possible  criminal 
prosecution.”. 

Retrievability: 

In  the  second  line,  delete  the  words 
“account  number  (SSAN),  sponsor’s  or 
beneficiaries’  ",  and  insert:  “number, 
sponsor’s  or  beneficiary’s”. 

Safeguards: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Records  are  maintained  in  areas 
which  are  manned  24  hours  daily  and 
are  accessible  to  authorized  personnel 
who  are  properly  screened,  cleared  and 
trained.  Records  are  maintained  on 
magnetic  tape  and  are  accessible  only 
through  the  medium  of  OCHAMPUS 
prepared  computer  programs  resulting  in 
a  print-out  of  the  data.  Military  police 
provide  24-hour  security.”. 

System  managerfs)  and  address: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert; 

“Chief,  Program  Evaluzation  Division 
(E).  OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Building  611, 
Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center, 

Aurora,  Colorado  80045.  Telephone;  303- 
341-8088.". 

Notification  procedure: 

Delete  the  entry  imder  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Information  may  be  obtained  from 
the  System  Manager.”. 

Record  access  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  adless  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician’s 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician’s 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as  a 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  picture 
identification.”. 

Contesting  record  procedures: 

In  the  third  line,  delete  “CFR  286b”. 
and  Insert:  “C.F.R,,  Part  286b,”. 
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Record  source  categories: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert 

“Sponsor’s/beneficiary’s  application, 
provider  of  medical  care 
documentation.’’. 

DOCHA  04 

System  name: 

AR  340-18-4  Legal  Opinion  Files  (44 
FR74112,  December  17, 1979). 

Changes: 

System  name: 

In  the  above  system  name,  delete  “AR 
340-18-4’’. 

System  location: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Office  of  General  Counsel, 
OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.’’. 

Categories  of  individulals  covered  by 
the  system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert; 

“Individuals  who  are  the  subject  of 
inquiries  from  the  individual  himself 
(herself),  attorneys,  fiscal 
administrators,  hospital  contractors, 
other  Government  agencies,  divisions 
and  offices  of  OCHAMPUS  and 
Congressional  offices.  Such  inquiries 
involved  such  matters  as  medical 
treatment,  eligibility  for  medical  care 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA,  approval 
1  or  termination  of  medical  treatment,  and 
^similar  or  related  matters.’’. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Inquiries  received  from  private 
individuals,  attorneys,  Rscal 
administrators,  hospital  contractors, 
other  Government  agencies,  divisions 
and  offices  of  OCHAMPUS  and 
Congress  for  nonprivileged  information 
on  such  matters  as  medical  treatment 
received,  eligibility  for  medical  care 
under  CHAMPUS.  Included  are 
notifications  to  individuals  for  approval 
or  termination  of  treatment  and  similar 
or  related  documents. 

Files  contain  legal  opinions; 
correspondence  between  (1)  Fiscal 
Intermediaries,  (2)  CHAKffUS/ 
CHAMPVA  beneficiaries,  (3)  sponsors, 
(4)  attorneys,  (5)  divisions  and  offices  of 
OCHAMPUS,  (6)  other  agencies; 
memoranda  for  the  record  and  similar 
documents.’’. 


A  uthority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et.  seq.. 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  Stated  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199.’’. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading  and  entry,  and  insert: 

“Internal  uses,  and  purposes: 

Office  of  General  Counsel  maintains 
files  of  legal  opinions  rendered  for  use 
as  precedent  and  for  record  purposes. 
These  include  responses  to  requests  for 
legal  opinion  originating  within  the 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  other 
divisions  and  offices,  OCHAMPUS,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government.  Such  records  are 
maintained  for  research,  precedent  and 
historical  purposes. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Chapter  55, 

Title  10,  United  States  Code,  and 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  and  referral  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  and/or  foreign 
law  enforcement  agencies  for  possible 
criminal  prosecution.’’. 

Safeguards: 

In  the  first  line,  delete  the  word 
“patrolled”  and  insert:  “protected”. 

Retention  and  disposal: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Records  are  permanent.  Transfer  to 
WNRC  when  superseded  or  obsolete.”. 

System  manageifs)  and  address: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“General  Counsel  (C),  OCHAMPUS, 
DoD,  Building  618,  Room  205,  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.  Telephone:  303-341-8506.”. 

Notification  procedure: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Information  may  be  obtained  from 
the  System  Manager.”. 


Record  access  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requests 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician’s 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the'  individual  should  be  able  to 
provide  some  acceptable  identification 
such  as  a  driver’s  license  or  other  form 
of  picture  identification.”. 

Contesting  record  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  imder  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
C  J.R.,  Part  286B.  and  OSD 
Administrative  Instruction  No.  81.”. 

Record  source  categories: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Correspondence  firom  persons, 
agencies  and  sources  listed  in 
Categories  of  Records  and  oral  and 
written  requests  initiated  by  Office  of 
General  Counsel.”. 

DOCHA  05 

System  name: 

Health  Facilities  File  (44  FR  74113, 
December  17, 1979). 

Changes: 

System  name: 

In  the  above  system  name,  delete  the 
word  “File”,  and  insert:  “Files,”. 

System  location: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Primary  System — Program 
Operations  Division  (O),  OCHAMPUS, 
Aurora,  Colorado  80045. 

Decentralized  Segment — Office  of 
Appeals  and  Hearings  (H), 

OCHAMPUS,  Aurora,  Colorado  80045.”. 
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Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

In  line  one,  delete  "CHAMPUS 
beneficiaries  must  have  approval  as  a 
source  of  care.”,  and  insert  "services  or 
supplies  provided  to  CHAMPUS 
beneficiaries.". 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

Delete  the  period  at  the  end  of  the 
entry,  and  insert:  "facility  identificatioa 
and  appeals  and  hearing  case  files 
consisting  of  hearing  transcripts  and/or 
other  documentation  pertaining  to 
reconsideration  or  appeal  of  adverse 
determination  of  facility  approval.". 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Title  44.  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  101-11.000  et.  seq.\ 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code:  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199.". 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading  and  entry,  and  insert: 

“Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Program  Operations  Division  to 
determine  the  eligibility  of  facility  as  a 
source  of  care  for  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  beneficiaries. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Title  10,  United 
States  Code,  Chapter  55,  and  Title  38, 
United  States  Code,  Section  613;  and 
referral  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
and/or  foreign  law  enforcement 
agencies  for  possible  criminal 
prosecution.". 

Retrievability: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Filed  numerically  by  state,  then 
numerically  by  facility.”. 

Safeguards: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Buildings  are  protected  by  military 
policy  security  force.  Records  are 
maintained  in  areas  accessible  only  to 


authorized  personnel  who  are  properly 
cleared,  screened  and  trained.". 

Retention  and  disposal: 

Insert  the  following  at  the  end  of  the 
entry:  “Transfer  to  WNRC  when 
superseded  or  obsolete.”. 

System  managerfs)  and  address: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Chief,  Program  Operations  Division 
(O),  OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.  Telephone:  303-341-8609.". 

Notification  procedure: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Information  may  be  obtained  from 
the  System  Manager.”. 

Record  access  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual's  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician’s 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  picture 
identification.’’. 

Contesting  record  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
C.F.R.,  Part  286b,  and  OSD 
Administrative  Instruction  No.  81.’’. 

Record  source  categories: 

In  the  first  line,  delete  "agents  (FA),” 
and  insert:  “intermediaries  (FI),”.  Also, 
in  the  second  line,  delete  “military 
service,"  and  insert:  “Uniformed 
Service,”. 

DOCHA  06 

System  name: 

AR  340-18-9  Policy  and  Precedent 
Files  (44  FR  74113,  December  19, 1979). 


Changes: 

System  name: 

In  the  above  system  name,  delete  “AR 
340-18-9". 

System  location: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Program  Operations  Division  (O), 
OCHAMPUS,  Aurora,  Colorado  80045." 

Categories  of  individuals  covered  by  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Individuals  who  request  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  coverage  resulting  in  the 
issuance  of  program  policy  or  precedent 
decisions.’’. 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Such  records  contain  information 
received  ft'om  providers  of  care,  medical 
facilities,  professional  medical 
organizations,  and  CHAMPUS 
contractors. 

Files  contain  all  types  of  medical 
benefit  decisions  on  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  beneficiaries  and  provider 
of  care  and  may  include  a  military 
sponsor’s  name  and  Social  Security 
Number  and  the  names  of  family 
members  if  relevant  to  the  issue 
addressed  in  the  record.  File  also 
contains  audit  documents  and 
management  reports  relating  to 
CHAMPUS  Fiscal  Intermediaries.”. 

A  uthority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

Tile  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et  seq.'. 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199.’’. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading  and  entry,  and  insert: 

“Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Information  in  files  is  used  by 
OCHAMPUS  personnel  for  management 
control  and  to  coordinate  questionable 
benefit  areas  throughout  the  program 
and  with  CHAMPUS  contractors. 

External  user,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
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Services  and/or  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilites  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Title  10,  United 
States  Code,  Chapter  55,  and  Title  38, 
United  States  Code,  Section  613;  and 
referral  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
and/or  foreign  law  enforcement 
agencies  for  possible  criminal 
prosecution.”. 

Safeguards: 

In  the  first  line,  delete  "provided  by 
military  sentries.”  and  insert:  “protected 
by  military  security  guards.”. 

Retention  and  disposal: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Records  are  permanent.  Transfer  to 
WNRC  when  superseded  or  obsolete.”. 

System  managerfs)  and  address: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Chief,  Program  Operations  Division 
(O),  OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.  Telephone:  303-341-8609.”. 

Notification  procedure: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Information  may  be  obtained  h'om 
the  System  Manager.”. 

Record  access  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  efiect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician’s 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  picture 
identification.”. 

Contesting  record  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 


inividual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
C.F.R..  Part  286b.  and  OSD 
Administrative  Instruction  No.  81.". 

Record  source  categories: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Private  physicians,  CHAMPUS  Fiscal 
Intermediaries,  individual  members  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
CHAMPUS  advisors,  all  branches  of  the 
Uniformed  Services,  consultants  and 
individuals  making  inquiry.”. 

DOCHA  07 

System  name: 

Medical  Claim  History  Files  (44  FR 
74114,  December  17. 1979). 

Changes: 

System  location: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Primary  System — Administrative 
Support  Division  (A),  OCHAMPUS, 

DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado  80045. 

Decentralized  Segment — Office  of 
Appeals  and  Hearings  (H), 

OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045;  Fiscal  Intermediaries/Contractors 
under  contract  to  OCHAMPUS.  Each 
company  listed  below  maintains  claim  , 
files  on  beneficiaries  in  their  respective 
geographical  areas. 

Mutual  of  Omaha  Insurance 
Company,  3301  Dodge  Street,  Omaha. 

NE  68131 

Blue  Shield  of  California,  P.O.  Box 
85020,  San  Diego,  CA  92138 
Blue  Shield  of  California,  P.O.  Box 
85035,  San  Diego,  CA  92138  (Dental) 
Hawaii  Medical  Service  Association, 
P.O.  Box  860,  Honolulu,  HI  96808 
Blue  Cross  of  Washington  and  Alaska, 
P.O.  Box  77084,  Seattle,  WA  98111 
Blue  Shield  of  Pennsylvania,  Blue 
Shield  Building,  Box  65,  Camp  Hill,  PA 
17011 

Blue  Cross  of  Rhode  Island,  One 
Weybosset  Hill,  Providence,  RI 02901 
Blue  Cross/Blue  Shield  of  Teimessee, 
Blue  Cross  Building,  801  Pine  Street, 
Chattanooga,  TN  37402 
Blue  Cross  of  Southwestern  Virginia, 
P.O.  Box  13828,  Roanoke,  VA  24001 
Wisconsin  Physicians  Service,  P.O. 
Box  7927,  Madison,  W1 53707”. 

Categories- of  records  in  the  system: 

After  the  word  “identification,”  in  the 
fifth  line,  delete  the  rest  of  the  entry,  and 
insert:  “any  record  of  claims,  billings  for 
medical,  hospital  or  related  services, 
application  or  approval  forms  which 
reflect  diagnosis,  treatment  or  medical 
conditions,  family  history  files,  or  any 
other  correspondence,  memorandum  or 
report  reflecting  these  data  with  respect 


to  any  individual,  which  are  acquired  or 
utilized  in  the  development  and 
processing  of  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA 
claims,  and  appeals  and  hearing  case 
files  consisting  of  hearing  transcripts 
and/or  other  documentation  pertaining 
to  reconsiderations  or  appeals  of 
adverse  determinations  of  benefits 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA.”. 

Authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

‘Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et  seq^ 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,.  United  States 
Code;  Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38, 
United  States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  Part  199.”. 

Routine  uses  of  records  maintained  in 
the  system,  including  categories  of  users 
and  the  purposes  of  such  uses: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading  and  entry,  and  insert: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

The  Office  of  the  Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed 
Services  and  CHAMPUS  fiscal 
intermediaries  use  the  the  information  to 
control  and  process  medical  claims  for 
payment;  for  control  and  approval  of 
medical  treatments  and  interface  with 
providers  of  health  care;  to  control  and 
accomplish  reviews  of  utilization;  for 
review  of  claims  related  to  possible 
third  party  liability  cases  and  initiation 
of  recovery  actions;  for  referral  to  Peer 
Review  Committees  or  similar 
professional  review  organizations  to 
control  and  review  providers  of  health 
care;  for  disclosure  to  third  party 
contacts  without  the  consent  of  the 
individual  to  whom  the  information 
pertains  in  situations  where  the  party  to 
be  contacted  has,  or  is  expected  to  have, 
information  necessary  to  establish  the 
validity  of  evidence  or  to  verify  the 
accuracy  of  information  presented  by 
the  individual  concerning  the 
individual’s  entitlement  to  benefits 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA,  the 
amount  of  benefit  payments,  any  review 
of  suspected  abuse  or  fi-aud,  or  any 
concern  for  program  intergity  or  quality 
appraisal;  for  the  issuance  of  deductible 
certificates,  to  respond  to  inquiries  fiom 
Congressional  offices  made  at  the 
request  of  the  individual  covered  by  the 
system. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  the  Administrator  of  the 
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Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Title  10,  United 
States  Code,  Chapter  55,  and  Title  38, 
United  States  Code,  Section  613,  and 
referral  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
and/ or  foreign  law  enforcement 
agencies  for  possible  criminal 
prosecution;  and,  referral  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  for  representation 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  civil 
actions.”. 

Storage: 

Automated  claim  records  are 
maintained  on  magnetic  tape  and  disc. 
Manual  claim  support  records  (paper  or 
microfiche)  are  maintained  in  family 
history  files.”. 

Retrievability: 

In  the  first  line,  delete  the  words 
“Account  Number  (SSAN), 
beneficiaries",  and  insert;  “Number 
(SSN),  beneficiary’s”. 

Safeguards: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Records  are  maintained  in  areas 
accessible  only  to  authorized  personnel 
who  are  properly  screened,  cleared  and 
trained.  Decentralized  automated 
segments  within  Fiscal  Intermediary 
operations  are  accessible  on  line  only  to 
authorized  persons  possessing  user 
identification  codes.  The  automated 
portion  of  the  Primary  System  is 
accessible  only  through  the  medium  of 
OCHAMPUS  prepared  computer 
programs  resulting  in  a  printout  of  the 
data.  OCHAMPUS  buildings  are 
protected  by  military  police  security 
force.”. 

Retention  and  disposal: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert; 

“Records  maintained  on  magnetic 
tape  are  individual  annual  files  and  are 
permanent.  Paper  or  microfiche  records 
comprising  the  decentralized  segment  of 
the  files  are  maintained  for  a  minimum 
of  two  calendar  years  after  closure  and 
the  stored  in  designated  federal  record 
centers  for  an  additional  four  years;  and 
then  destroyed  or  permanently 
preserved  in  accordance  with  records 
disposal  authority  as  dictated  by  subject 
matter.”. 

System  manage r[s)  and  address: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Chief,  Administrative  Support 
Division  (A).  OCHAMPUS.  DoD, 
Duilding  618,  Room  202,  Fitzsimons 


Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045  Telephone:  303-314-8005.”. 

Notification  procedure: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Information  may  be  obtained  from 
the  System  Manager.”. 

Record  access  procedures: 

Delete  the  entry  under  the  above 
heading,  and  insert: 

“Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  recieve  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician’s 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  picture 
identification.”. 

Contesting  record  procedures: 

In  the  third  line,  delete  “CFR  286b”, 
and  insert  ’‘C.F.R.,  Part  286b,”. 

Record  source  categories: 

Delete  the  word  “care.”  in  the  second 
line,  and  insert:  “care,  individual 
beneficiaries,  third  party  contacts 
verifying  claims  information,  and 
consultants.”. 

OOCHA  01 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Health  Benefits  Files. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Primary  System — ^Program  Operations 
Division  (O).  OCHAMPUS,  DoD. 

Aurora,  Colorado  80045. 

Decentralized  Segment — Office  of 
Appeals  and  Hearings  (H), 

OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

All  individuals  who  seek  health  care 
under  the  Program  for  the  Handicapped 
as  CHAMPUS  beneficiaries  and/or 
extended  hospitalization  under  the  basic 
program  as  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA 
beneficiaries. 


CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Original  correspondence  with 
individuals,  medical  statements. 
Congressional  inquiries,  medical 
treatment  records,  authorizations  for 
care,  case  status  sheets,  memos  for 
record,  follow-up  reports  justifying 
extended  care,  correspondence  with 
contractors  and  work-up  sheets 
maintained  by  case  workers,  and 
appeals  and  hearings  case  files 
consisting  of  transcript  and/or  other 
documentation  pertaining  to 
reconsiderations  or  appeals  of  adverse 
determinations  affecting  an  individual’s 
benefits  under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et.  seq.; 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

The  Office  of  the  Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed 
Services  (OCHAMPUS)  uses  the 
information  to  determine  the  eligibility 
of  an  individual  for  health  care  under 
CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA;  to  authorize 
payment  of  health  care  claims  by 
CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA  beneficiaries;  to 
respond  to  inquiries  from  Congressional 
offices  made  at  the  request  of  the 
individual  covered  by  the  system. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
and/or  foreign  law  enforcement 
agencies  for  possible  criminal 
.  prosecution;  and  referral  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services  and/or  the 
Administrator  of  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  consistent  with  their 
statutory  administration  responsibilities 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA  pursuant 
to  Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States 
Code  and  Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title 
38,  United  States  Code. 

POLICIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIVINQ,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Hard  copy  records  in  file  folders. 

RETRIEVABILITY: 

Retrievable  numerically  by  case 
number  (sponsor’s  Social  Security 
Number),  then  alphabetically  by  letter 


A 
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assigned  to  each  individual  family 
member.  Records  are  also  retrievable  by 
sponsor  or  beneHciary  name.  These 
records  are  also  accessible  through  an 
automated  index. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Automated  index  is  accessible  only 
by  authorized  persons  possessing  user 
identification  codes.  Hard  copy  records 
are  maintained  in  areas  accessible  only 
to  authorized  personnel  who  are 
properly  screened,  cleared  and  trained. 
Building  is  protected  by  Fitzsinions 
Army  Medical  Center  (FAMC)  security 
force. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Automated  indexes  are  permanent. 
Hard  copy  records  are  maintained  for 
four  years  after  closure  in  active  files, 
held  an  additional  two  years  in  inactive 
files  and  then  permanently  preserved  or 
destroyed  in  accordance  with  records 
disposal  authority  as  dictated  by  subject 
matter. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Chief,  Program  Operations  Division 
(O),  OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Aurora, 

Colorado  80045.  Telephone:  303-341- 
8609. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from  the 
System  Manager. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneHciary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician's 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as  a 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  picture 
identification. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
C.F.R.,  Part  286b,  and  OSD 
Administrative  Instruction  No.  81. 


RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Records  of  Fiscal  Intermediaries  (FI), 
contractors,  CHAMPUS  advisors,  all 
branches  of  the  Uniformed  Services, 
Congressional  inquiries,  private 
physicians,  consultants,  applicants  and 
inquiries  made  by  individuals. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

DOCHA  02 

SYSTEM  name: 

Medical  Care  Inquiry  Files. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Administrative  Support  Division  (A), 
OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

All  individuals  who  seek  information 
concerning  health  care  under  the 
Civilian  Health  and  Medical  Program  of 
the  Uniformed  Services  (CHAMPUS) 
and  the  Civilian  Health  and  Medical 
Program-Veterans’ Administration 
(CHAMPVA). 

categories  of  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Documents  reflecting  inquiries 
received  from  private  individuals  and 
Congress  for  nonprivileged  information 
on  such  matters  as  medical  treatment 
received  and  eligibility  for  medical  care 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA.  Included 
are  notifications  to  individuals  of 
approval  or  termination  of  treatment, 
and  similar  or  related  documents. 

Records  consist  of  individual  inquiries 
from  personnel  concerning  eligibility 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA  and 
replies  thereto;  Congressional  inquiries 
on  behalf  of  constituents  concerning 
eligibility  under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA 
and  replies  thereto;  files  notifying 
personnel  of  eligibility  or  termination  of 
benefits  under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et  seq.; 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

The  Office  of  the  Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed 
Services  (OCHAMPUS)  uses  the 


information  to  establish  eligibility  for 
health  care  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA;  to  respond  to  an 
individual’s  inquiry  concerning 
CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA;  to  respond  to 
inquiries  from  Congressional  offices 
made  at  the  request  of  the  individual 
covered  by  the  system. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Chapter  55, 

Title  10,  United  States  Code,  and 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  and  referral  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  and/or  foreign 
law  enforcement  agencies  for  possible 
criminal  prosecution. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Hard  copy  records  in  file  folders. 
RETRIEV  ability: 

Filed  alphabetically  by  the  last  name 
of  inquirer.  These  records  are  also 
accessible  through  an  automated  index 
by  case  number,  sponsor’s  name  and 
Social  Security  Number. 

safeguards: 

Automated  index  is  accessible  only 
by  authorized  persons  possessing  user 
identification  codes.  Hard  copy  records 
are  maintained  in  areas  accessible  only 
to  authorized  personnel  who  are 
properly  screened,  cleared  and  trained. 
Building  is  protected  by  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center  (FAMC)  security 
force. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Automated  indexes  are  permanent. 
Hard  copy  records  are  retained  in  active 
file  until  end  of  calendar  year  in  which 
injury  occurred,  held  5  additional  years 
in  inactive  files  and  then  destroyed  or 
permanently  preserved  in  accordance 
with  records  disposal  authority  as 
dictated  by  subject  matter. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Chief,  Administrative  Support 
Division  (A),  OCHAMPUS,  DoD, 
Building  61^  Room  202,  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.  Telephone:  303-341-8005. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  fiom  the 
System  Manager. 
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RECORD  ACCESS  PRECEDURES: 

Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
individual,  or  his  military  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number, 
case  number,  if  one  has  been  assigned, 
and  the  office  symbol  on  all 
correspondence  received  from  this 
office. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  be  able  to 
provide  some  acceptable  identification 
such  as  a  driver’s  license  or  other  form 
of  picture  identification. 

Should  it  be  determined  that  the 
release  of  medical  information  to  the 
requestor  could  have  an  adverse  effect 
upon  the  individual’s  physical  or  mental 
health,  the  requestor  will  be  required  to 
provide  the  name  and  address  of  a 
physician  who  would  be  willing  to 
receive  the  medical  records  and,  at  the 
physician’s  discretion,  inform  the 
individual  covered  by  the  system  of  the 
contents  of  that  medical  record. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
record^  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
C.F.R..  Part  286b.  and  OSD 
Administrative  Instruction  No.  81. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

CHAMPUS  Fiscal  Intermediaries  (FI), 
individual  members  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States,  CHAMPUS  advisors, 
all  branches  of  the  Uniformed  Services, 
consultants,  and  all  individuals  who 
seek  information  concerning 
CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA. 

SVSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

DOCHA  03 
SYSTEM  NAME: 

Health  Benefits  Preapproval  Files. 

SYSTEM  LOCATION: 

Primary  System — Chief,  Program 
Evaluation  Division  (E),  Office  of 
Civilian  Health  and  Medical  Program  of 
the  Uniformed  Services  (OCHAMPUS), 
DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado  80045. 

Decentralized  Segment — Office  of 
Appeals  and  Hearings,  OCHAMPUS, 
DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado  80045;  Blue 
Shield  of  California,  P.O.  Box  85035,  San 
Diego.  California  92138. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Eligible  beneficiaries  of  the  Civilian 
Health  and  Medical  Program  of  the 


Uniformed  Services  (CHAMPUS)  who 
have  been  approved  for  medical  care 
under  the  program  for  the  handicapped 
and/or  eligible  beneficiaries  of  the 
Civilian  Health  and  Medical  Program- 
Veterans’  Administration  (CHAMPVA)/ 
Civilian  Health  and  Medical  Program  of 
the  Uniformed  Services  (CHAMPUS) 
who  have  been  approved  for  extended 
hospital  care. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

File  contains  an  assigned  case 
number,  sponsor’s  name,  Social  Security 
Number,  current  address,  military  grade 
or  rank  and  pay  status,  military  branch 
of  service  and  status;  beneficiaries 
name,  address,  date  of  birth,  sex, 
relationship  to  sponsor;  the  medical 
diagnosis  code  and  the  approved 
medical  treatment  code,  the  approved 
period  of  time,  the  number  of  units 
approved  and  the  estimated  unit  of  cost, 
providers  of  care  codes  and/or  name 
and  address  of  multi-providers,  and 
appeals  and  hearing  case  files  consisting 
of  hearing  transcripts  and/or  other 
documentation  pertaining  to 
reconsiderations  and  appeals  of  adverse 
determinations  affecting  an  individual’s 
benefits  under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et  seq.; 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM,  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS,  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

OCHAMPUS  Program  Operations 
Division  (O) — ^For  approval  of  medical 
care  under  the  provisions  of  the  Program 
for  the  Handicapped  of  CHAMPUS  and/ 
or  approval  for  extended 
hospitalization;  to  control  and  review 
health  care  management  plans  for 
CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA  beneficiaries 
approved  for  medical  care  by  providers 
of  service, 

OCHAMPUS  Program  Evaluation 
Division  (E) — For  control  and 
accomplishment  of  reviews  of 
approvals:  to  coordinate  subject  matter 
clearances  for  Congresional  committees 
and  auditors. 

The  Office  of  the  Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed 
Services  (OCHAMPUS)  uses  the 
information  for  approval  of  health  care 
under  the  Program  for  the  Handicapped; 
for  approval  of  extended  hospital  care; 
to  control  and  review  health  care 


management  plans  of  providers  of 
services  for  individuals  approved  for 
health  care  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  to  respond  to  inquiries  from 
Congressional  offices  made  at  the 
request  of  the  individual  covered  by  the 
system. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Chapter  55, 

Title  10,  United  States  Code,  and 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  and  referral  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  and/or  foreign 
law  enforcement  agencies  for  possible 
criminal  prosecution. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Records  are  maintained  on  magnetic 
tape  and  disc. 

retrievability: 

Information  is  retrieved  by  assigned 
case  number,  sponsor’s  Social  Security 
Number,  sponsor’s  or  beneficiary’s 
name,  classification  of  medical 
diagnosis  or  medical  treatment  codes  or 
provider  of  service  code  or  approval 
dates  or  geographical  location. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Records  are  maintained  in  areas 
which  are  manned  24  hours  daily  and 
are  accessible  to  authorized  personnel 
who  are  properly  screened,  cleared  and 
trained.  Records  are  maintained  on 
magnetic  tape  and  are  accessible  only 
through  the  medium  of  OCHAMPUS 
prepared  computer  programs  resulting  in 
a  print-out  of  the  data.  Military  policy 
provides  24-hour  security, 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL; 

Records  are  permanent.  They  are 
maintained  on  magnetic  tape  as 
individual  annual  files. 

SYSTEM  MANAOER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Chief,  Program  Evaluation  Division 
(E).  OCHAMPUS.  DoD.  Building  611, 
Fitzsimons  Army  Medical  Center, 
Aurora,  Colorado  80045.  Telephone:  303- 
341-8088. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from  the 
System  Manager. 
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RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician’s 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as  a 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  picture 
identification. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
C.F.R.,  Part  286b,  and  OSD 
Administrative  Instruction  No.  81. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Sponsor’s/  beneficiary’s  application, 
provider  of  medical  care  documentation. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

DOCHA  04 

SYSTEM  NAME: 

Legal  Opinion  Files. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Office  of  General  Counsel, 
OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Individuals  who  are  the  subject  of 
inquiries  from  the  individual  himself 
(herself),  attorneys,  fiscal 
administrators,  hospital  contractors, 
other  Government  agencies,  divisions 
and  offices  OCHAMPUS  and 
Congressional  offices.  Such  inquiries 
involve  such  matters  as  medical 
treatment;  eligibility  for  medical  care 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA,  approval 
or  termination  of  medical  treatment,  and 
similar  or  related  matters. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Inquiries  received  from  private 
individuals,  attorneys,  fiscal 
administrators,  hospital  contractors, 
other  Government  agencies,  divisions 
and  offices  of  OCHAMPUS  and 


Congress  for  nonprivileged  information 
on  such  matters  as  medical  treatment 
received,  eligibility  for  medical  care 
under  CHAMPUS.  Included  are 
notifications  to  individuals  for  approval 
or  termination  of  treatment  and  similcu* 
or  related  documents. 

Files  contain  legal  opinions; 
correspondence  between  (1)  Fiscal 
Intermediaries,  (2)  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  beneficiaries,  (3)  sponsors, 

(4)  attorneys,  (5)  divisions  and  offices  of 
OCHAMPUS,  (6)  other  agencies, 
memoranda  for  the  record  and  similar 
documents. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et.  seq.; 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS 
AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Office  of  General  Counsel  maintains 
files  of  legal  opinions  rendered  for  use 
as  precedent  and  for  record  purposes. 
These  include  responses  to  requests  for 
legal  opinion  originating  within  the 
Office  of  General  Counsel,  other 
divisions  and  offices,  OCHAMPUS,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  Federal 
Government.  Such  records  are 
maintained  for  research,  precedent  and 
historical  purposes. ' 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Chapter  55, 

Title  10,  United  States  Code,  and 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38.  United 
States  Code;  and  referral  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  and/or  foreign 
law  enforcement  agencies  for  possible 
criminal  prosecution. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Paper  records  in  Hie  folders. 
retrievability: 

Filed  alphabetically  by  subject  matter. 
safeguards: 

Buildings  are  protected  by  military 
security  guards.  Records  are  maintained 


in  areas  accessible  only  to  authorized 
personnel  who  are  properly  screened, 
cleared,  and  trained. 

retention  and  disposau 

Records  are  permanent.  Transfer  to 
WNRC  when  superseded  or  obsolete. 

system  MANAGERfS)  AND  ADDRESS: 

General  Counsel  (C),  OCHAMPUS, 
DoD,  Building  618,  Room  205,  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.  Telephone:  303-341-8506. 

notification  procedure: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from  the 
System  Manager. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
benebciary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician’s 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

'  For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  be  able  to 
provide  some  acceptable  identification 
such  as  a  driver’s  license  or  other  form 
of  picture  identification. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
CFR  Part  286b,  and  OSD  Administrative 
Instruction  No.  81. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Correspondence  from  persons, 
agencies  and  sources  listed  in 
Categories  of  Records  and  oral  and 
written  requests  initiated  by  Office  of 
General  Counsel. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

DOCHA  05 

SYSTEM  name: 

Health  Facilities  Files. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Primary  System — Program  Operations 
Division  (O),  OCHAMPUS,  Aurora, 
Colorado  80045. 
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Decentralized  Segment — Office  of 
Appeals  and  Hearings  (H), 

OCHAMPUS,  Aurora,  Colorado  80045. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

All  facilities  who  seek  a  provider 
number  for  payment  for  services  or 
supplies  provided  to  CHAMPUS 
beneficiaries.  Beneficiaries  who  are  the 
subject  of  policy  or  precedent  decisions 
concerning  administration  of 
CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Original  correspondence  with  an 
individual  facility,  state  authorities  and 
professional  consultants;  various 
evaluations,  approvals  and  memos  for 
the  record,  facility  identification,  and 
appeals  and  hearing  case  bles  consisting 
of  hearing  transcripts  and/or  other 
documentation  pertaining  to 
reconsideration  or  appeal  of  adverse 
determination  of  facility  approval. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 

system: 

Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et  seg.; 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS 
AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Program  Operations  Division  to 
determine  the  eligibility  of  a  facility  as  a 
source  of  care  for  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  beneficiaries. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Title  10,  United 
States  Code,  Chapter  55,  and  Title  38, 
United  States  Code,  Section  613;  and 
referral  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
and/or  foreign  law  enforcement 
agencies  for  possible  criminal 
prosecution. 

POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Paper  records  in  ble  folders. 

retrievabiuty: 

Filed  numerically  by  state,  then 
numerically  by  facility. 


SAFEGUARDS: 

Buildings  are  protected  by  military 
police  security  force.  Records  are 
maintained  in  areas  accessible  only  to 
authorized  personnel  who  are  properly 
cleared,  screened  and  trained. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  are  permanent.  Transfer  to 
WNRC  when  superseded  or  obsolete. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Chief,  Program  Operations  Division 
(O),  OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.  Telephone:  303-341-8609. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from  the 
System  Manager. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician's 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  pictine 
identiHcation. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES:  ‘ 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
CFR,  Part  286b,  and  OSD  Administrative 
Instruction  No.  81. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Records  of  Fiscal  Intermediaries  (FI), 
contractors,  CHAMPUS  advisors,  all 
branches  of  the  Uniformed  Service, 
Congressional  inquiries,  private 
physicians,  consultants,  facilities  and 
research  concerning  the  replies  to 
inquiries  made  by  individuals. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

DOCHA  06 
SYSTEM  NAME: 

Policy  and  Precedent  Files. 


SYSTEM  location: 

Program  Operations  Division  (O), 
OCHAMPUS.  Aurora,  Colorado  80045. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 
SYSTEM: 

Individuals  who  request  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  coverage  resulting  in  the 
issuance  of  program  policy  or  precedent 
decisions. 

CATEGORIES  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

Such  records  contain  information 
received  from  providers  of  care,  medical 
facilities,  professional  medical 
organizations,  and  CHAMPUS 
contractors. 

Files  contain  all  types  of  medical 
benefit  decisions  on  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  beneficiaries  and  provider 
of  care  and  may  include  a  military 
sponsor’s  name  and  Social  Security 
Number  and  the  names  of  family 
members  if  relevant  to  the  issue 
addressed,  in  the  record.  File  also 
contains  audit  documents  and 
management  reports  relating  to 
CHAMPUS  Fiscal  Intermediaries. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE 
SYSTEM; 

Title  44,  United  States  Code.  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et  seg.; 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  States  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  IN 
THE  SYSTEM  INCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF  USERS 
AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Information  in  files  is  used  by 
OCHAMPUS  personnel  for  management 
control  and  to  coordinate  questionable 
benefit  areas  throughout  the  program 
and  with  CHAMPUS  contractors. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  the  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  Administration  consistent 
with  their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Title  10,  United 
States  Code,  Chapter  55,  and  Title  38, 
United  States  Code,  Section  613;  and 
referral  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
and/or  foreign  law  enforcement 
agencies  for  possible  criminal 
prosecution. 
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POUCIES  AND  PRACTICES  FOR  8TORINO, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Paper  records  in  Hie  folders. 

RETRIEV  ABILITY: 

Filed  alphabetically  by  subject  or  by 
contractor.  No  indices  are  required. 

safeguards: 

Buildings  are  protected  by  military 
security  guards.  Records  are  maintained 
in  areas  accessible  only  to  authorized 
personnel  who  are  properly  screened, 
cleared  and  trained. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  are  permanent.  Transfer  to 
WNRC  when  superseded  or  obsolete. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Chief,  Program  Operations  Division 
(O),  OCHAMPUS,  DoD,  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.  Telephone:  303-341-8609. 

NOTIRCATION  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from  the 
System  Manager. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician's 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  picture 
identification. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individual  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
C.F.R.,  Part  286b,  and  OSD 
Administrative  Instruction  No.  81. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Private  physicians,  CHAMPUS  Fiscal 
Intermediaries,  individual  members  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
CHAMPUS  advisors,  all  branches  of  the 
Uniformed  Services,  consultants  and 
individuals  making  inquiry. 


SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

DOCHA  07 

SYSTEM  name: 

Medical  Claim  History  Files. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Primary  System — ^Administration 
Support  Division  (A),  OCHAMPUS, 

DoD,  Aurora,  Colorado  80045. 

Decentralized  Segment — Office  of 
Appeals  and  Hearings  (H), 

OCHAMPUS,  DoD.  Aurora,  Colorado 
-80045:  Fiscal  Intermediaries /Contractors 
under  contract  to  OCHAMPUS.  Each 
company  listed  below  maintains  claim 
files  on  beneficiaries  in  their  respective 
geographical  areas. 

Mutual  of  Omaha  Insurance 
Company,  3301  Dodge  Street,  Omaha, 

NB  68131. 

Blue  Shield  of  California,  P.O.  Box 
85020,  San  Diego,  CA  92138. 

Blue  Shield  of  California,  P.O.  Box 
85035,  San  Diego,  CA  92138  (Dental) 

Hawaii  Medical  Service  Association, 
P.O.  Box  860,  Honolulu,  HI  96808. 

Blue  Cross  of  Washington  and  Alaska, 
P.O.  Box  77084,  Seattle,  WA  98111. 

Blue  Shield  of  Pennsylvania,  Blue 
Shield  Building,  Box  65,  Camp  Hill,  PA 
17011. 

Blue  Cross  of  Rhode  Island,  One 
Weybosset  Hill,  Providence,  RI 02901. 

Blue  Cross/Blue  Shield  of  Teimessee, 
Blue  Cross  Building,  801  Pine  Street, 
Chattanooga,  TN  37402. 

Blue  Cross  of  Southwestern  Virginia, 
P.O.  Box  13828,  Roanoke,  VA  24001. 

Wisconsin  Physicians  Service,  P.O. 
Box  7927,  Madison,  WI 53707. 

CATEGORIES  OF  INDIVIDUALS  COVERED  BY  THE 

system: 

Eligible  beneficiaries  of  the  Civilian 
Health  and  Medical  Program  of  the 
Uniformed  Services  (dependents  of 
active  duty  members  of  the  Uniformed 
Services,  retired  members  of  the 
Uniformed  Services  and  dependents  of 
retired  or  deceased  members  of  the 
Uniformed  Services),  eligible 
beneficiaries  of  the  Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  of  the  Veterans’ 
Administration  (spouse  or  child  of  a 
veteran  who  has  a  total  disability, 
permanent  in  nature,  resulting  fi:om  a 
service-connected  disability  or  surviving 
spouse  or  child  of  a  veteran  who  has 
died  as  a  result  of  a  service-coimected 
disability)  who  received  benefits  under 
the  provisions  of  the  program. 

All  individuals  who  seek  health  care 
under  the  Civilian  Health  and  Medical 
Program  of  the  Uniformed  Services 
(CHAMPUS)  and  the  Civilian  Health 


and  Medical  Program-Veterans’ 
Administration  (CHAMPVA). 

Categories  of  records  in  the  system: 

File  contains  sponsor’s  Social  Security 
Number,  branch  of  service,  status 
(active  duty,  retired  or  deceased), 
beneficiary’s  last  name,  initials,  age, 
sex,  relationship  to  sponsor,  type  of 
costs  and  date  of  medical  care  provided, 
provider  of  care  identification,  any 
record  of  claims,  billings  for  medical, 
hospital  or  related  services,  application 
or  approval  forms  which  reflect 
diagnosis,  treatment  or  medical 
conditions,  family  history  files,  or  any 
other  correspondence,  memorandum  or 
report  reflecting  these  data  with  respect 
to  any  individual,  which  are  acquired  or 
utiliz^  in  the  development  and 
processing  of  CHAMPUS/C3iAMPVA 
claims,  and  appeals  and  hearing  case 
files  consisting  of  hearing  transcripts 
and/or  other  documentation  pertaining 
to  reconsiderations  or  appeals  of 
adverse  determinations  of  benefits 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA. 

authority  for  maintenance  of  the 
system: 

Title  44,  United  States  Code,  Section 
3101;  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Parts  101-11.000  et  seq.; 
Chapter  55,  Title  10,  United  State  Code; 
Section  613,  Chapter  17,  Title  38,  United 
States  Code;  Title  32,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  199. 

ROUTINE  uses  OF  RECORDS  MAINTAINED  M 
THE  SYSTEM,  MCLUDING  CATEGORIES  OF 
USERS  AND  THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

Internal  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

The  Office  of  the  Civilian  Health  and 
Medical  Program  of  the  Uniformed 
Services  and  CHAMPUS  Fiscal 
Intermediaries  use  the  information  to 
control  and  process  medical  claims  for 
payment;  for  control  and  approval  of 
medical  treatments  and  interface  with 
providers  of  health  care;  to  control  and 
accomplish  reviews  of  utilization;  for 
review  of  claims  related  to  possible 
third  party  liability  cases  and  initiation 
of  recovery  action;  for  referral  to  Peer 
Review  Committees  or  similar 
professional  review  organizations  to 
control  and  review  providers  of  health 
care;  for  disclosure  to  third  party 
contacts  without  the  consent  of  the 
individual  to  whom  the  information 
pertains  in  situations  where  the  party  to 
be  contacted  has,  or  is  expected  to  have, 
information  necessary  to  establish  the 
validity  of  evidence  or  to  verify  the 
accuracy  of  information  presented  by 
the  individual  concerning  the 
individual’s  entitlement  to  benefits 
under  CHAMPUS/CHAMPVA,  the 
amount  of  benefit  payments,  any  review 
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of  suspected  abuse  or  fraud,  or  any 
concern  for  program  integrity  or  quality 
appraisal;  for  the  issuance  of  deductible 
certificates,  to  respond  to  inquiries  from 
Congressional  ofHces  made  at  the 
request  of  the  individual  covered  by  the 
system. 

External  users,  uses,  and  purposes: 

Referral  to  the  Secretary  of  the. 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  and/or  Administrator  of  the 
Veterans’  administration  consistent  with 
their  statutory  administrative 
responsibilities  under  CHAMPUS/ 
CHAMPVA  pursuant  to  Title  10,  United 
States  Code,  Chapter  55,  and  Title  38, 
United  States  Code,  Section  613,  and 
referral  to  the  Department  of  Justice 
and/or  foreign  law  enforcement 
agencies  for  possible  criminal 
prosecution;  and,  referral  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  for  representation 
of  the  Secretary  of  Defense  in  civil 
actions, 

(POUCIES  AND  PflACTiCES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAINING,  AND 
DISPOSING  OF  RECORDS  IN  THE  SYSTEM: 

storage: 

Automated  claim  records  are 
maintained  on  magentic  tape  and  disc. 
Manual  claim  support  (paper  or 
microfiche)  are  maintained  in  family 
history  files. 

RETRIEVABHJTY: 

Information  is  retrieved  by  sponsor’s 
Social  Security  Number  (SSN), 
beneficiary’s  last  name,  classification  of 
medical  diagnosis  or  procedure  codes  or 
geographical  location  of  csre  provided 
and  selected  utilization  limits. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Records  are  maintained  in  areas 
accessible  only  to  authorized  personnel 
who  are  properly  screened,  cleared  and 
trained.  Decentralized  automated 
segments  within  Fiscal  Intermediary 
operations  are  accessible  on  line  only  to 
authorized  persons  possessing  user 
identification  codes.  The  automated 
portion  of  the  Primary  System  is 
accessible  only  through  the  medium  of 
OCHAMPUS  prepared  computer 
programs  resulting  in  a  printout  of  the 
data.  OCHAMPUS  buildings  are 
protected  by  military  police  security 
force. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Records  maintained  on  magnetic  tape 
are  individual  annual  Hies  and  are 
permanent.  Paper  or  microfiche  records 
comprising  the  decentralized  segment  of 
the  nies  are  maintained  for  a  minium  of 


two  calendar  years  after  closure  and 
then  stored  in  designated  federal  record 
centers  for  an  additional  four  years;  and 
then  destroyed  or  permanently 
preserved  in  accordance  with  records 
disposal  authority  as  dictated  by  subject 
matter. 

SYSTEM  IMANAGER(S)  AND  ADDRESS: 

Chief,  Administrative  Support 
Division  (A).  OCHAMPUS.  DoD, 

Building  618,  Room  202,  Fitzsimons 
Army  Medical  Center,  Aurora,  Colorado 
80045.  Telephone:  303-341-8005, 

INOTtFICATtON  PROCEDURE: 

Information  may  be  obtained  from  the 
System  Manager. 

RECORD  ACCESS  [PROCEDURES: 

Requests  should  be  addressed  to  the 
System  Manager. 

Written  requests  for  information 
should  include  the  full  name  of  the 
beneficiary,  the  full  name  of  the  sponsor, 
current  address  and  telephone  number. 
Should  it  be  determined  that  the  release 
of  medical  information  to  the  requestor 
could  have  an  adverse  effect  upon  the 
individual’s  physical  or  mental  health, 
the  requestor  will  be  required  to  provide 
the  name  and  address  of  a  physician 
who  would  be  willing  to  receive  the 
medical  record  and,  at  the  physician's 
discretion,  inform  the  individual  covered 
by  the  system  of  the  contents  of  that 
record. 

For  personal  visits  to  examine 
records,  the  individual  should  provide 
some  acceptable  identification  such  as 
driver’s  license  or  other  form  of  picture 
identification. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

The  Agency’s  rules  for  access  to 
records  and  for  contesting  contents  and 
appealing  initial  determinations  by  the 
individu^  concerned  are  contained  in  32 
C.F.R.,  Part  286b,  and  OSD 
Administrative  Instruction  No.  81. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

CHAMPUS  Medical  Claims  Forms, 
private  physicians,  hospitals,  and  other 
sources  of  care,  individual  beneficiaries, 
third  party  contacts  verifying  claims 
information,  and  consultants. 

SYSTEMS  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN 
PROVISIONS  OF  THE  ACT: 

None. 

(FR  Doc,  81-17769  V'ded  6-lZ-8t:  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  3810-7D-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION 
Grants  for  Special  Educational 
Programs  for  Students  Whose 
Families  Are  Engaged  in  Migrant  and 
Other  Seasonal  Farmwork— High 
School  Equivalency  Program  , 
agency:  Department  of  Education, 

ACTION:  Notice  of  closing  date  for 
transmittal  of  applications  for  fiscal 
year  1981, 

Applications  are  invited  for  grants 
under  the  High  School  Equivalency 
Program  (HEP)  to  provide  academic  and 
supporting  services  and  hnancial 
assistance  to  students  whose  families 
are  engaged  in  migrant  and  seasonal 
farmwork. 

The  current  authority  for  HEP  is 
contained  in  Section  418A  of  Title  IV  of 
the  Higher  Education  Act  (HEA),  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  96-374  (20  U.S.C. 
1070d-2).  However,  the  HEA  authority 
for  HEP  was  not  enacted  until  October 
3, 1980.  Consequently,  the  funds  for  the 
Fiscal  Year  (FY)  1981  program  were 
appropriated  under  the  previous 
statutory  authorization  in  Section 
303(c)(2)  of  Title  III  of  the 
Comprehensive  Employment  and 
Training  Act,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  95- 
524. 

Eligible  applicants  are  institutions  of 
higher  education  (IHEs)  and  other  public 
or  nonprofit  private  agencies  in 
cooperation  with  IHEs. 

The  purpose  of  HEP  is  to  provide 
grants  to  IHEs  and  other  agencies,  in 
cooperation  with  IHEs,  to  design  and 
implement  projects  of  academic  and 
supporting  services  and  financial 
assistance  to  address  the  special 
educational  needs  of  migrant  and 
seasonal  farmworker  students  and  to 
enhance  the  opportunity  of  these 
students  for  success  at  the  secondary 
education  level. 

Closing  Date  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications 

An  application  for  a  grant  must  be 
mailed  or  hand  delivered  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  by  July  27, 

'  1981. 

Applications  Delivered  by  Mail 

An  application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education.  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention:  84.141,  Washington,  D.C. 
20202. 

An  applicant  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly-dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 
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(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service, 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing:  ’ 

(1)  A  private  metered  postmark. 

(2)  A  mail  receipt  that  is  not  dated  by 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or,  at  least,  first  class  mail.  A 
late  applicant  will  be  notibed  that  its 
application  will  not  be  considered. 

Applications  Delivered  by  Hand 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
must  be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
Seventh  and  D  Streets,  S.W., 

Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand-delivered  application 
between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

Program  Information 

The  Secretary  makes  HEP  grants  to 
IHEs  and  other  agencies,  in  cooperation 
with  IHEs,  to  design  and  implement 
projects  of  academic  and  supporting 
services  and  financial  assistance  to 
address  the  special  educational  needs  of 
migrant  and  seasonal  farmworker 
students  and  to  enhance  the  opportunity 
for  success  of  these  students  at  the 
secondary  education  level. 

The  Secretary  may  make  these  grants 
to  IHEs  and  other  agencies,  in 
cooperation  with  IHEs,  to  assist  migrant 
and  seasonal  farmworker  “drop-out” 
students  to  obtain  the  equivalent  of  a 
secondary  school  diploma  and  to 
subsequently  gain  employment  or  be 
admitted  to  an  IHE  or  other 
postsecondary  education  or  training. 

Proposed  regulations  for  HEP  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  30, 180  (at  45  FR  86333). 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secretary 
plans  to  make  certain  changes  to  the 
proposed  regulations — as  a  result  of 
public  comments — when  the  regulations 


are  published  in  Hnal  form.  The  planned 
changes — to  the  proposed  regulations — 
that  are  material  to  the  preparation  of 
applications  for  FY  1981  are  indicated 
below.  Except  as  indicated  by  these 
planned  changes,  an  applicant  should 
prepare  its  application  on  the  basis  of 
the  proposed  regulations. 

Eligible  grantees 

A  project  grant  may  be  authorized  for 
a  public  or  nonprofit  private  agency 
other  than  an  IHE — if  that  agency 
applies  in  cooperation  with  an  IHE.  The 
proposed  regulations  authorized  only 
IHEs  to  receive  project  grants. 

Selection  Criteria 

Two  additional  selection  criteria  will 
be  used  to  evaluate  project  applications. 
Those  selection  criteria  are  as  follows: 

(1)  Objectives  and  activities. 

(a)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  design  of  objectives 
and  activities  for  the  students 
participating  in  the  project, 

(b)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  that: 

(1)  the  objectives  and  activities  of  the 
project  are  designed  to  respond  to  the 
academic,  supporting,  and  financial 
needs  of  the  participating  students;  and 

(ii)  The  size,  scope,  and  quality  of  the 
activities  will  contribute  successfully  to 
meeting  the  project's  objectives. 

(2)  Interagency  consultation  and 
coordination. 

(a)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
adequate  consultation  and  coordination 
with  other  agencies — in  the  State  of  the 
project — that  provide  services  to 
migrant  and  other  seasonally-employed 
farmworkers  and  their  dependents. 

(b)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  that  the 
applicant — 

(i)  Has  consulted  and  coordinated 
adequately  with  other  appropriate 
agencies  in  planning  and  developing  its 
project:  and 

(ii)  Will  consult  and  coordinate 
adequately  with  other  appropriate 
agencies  in  implementing- and  evaluating 
the  project.  » 

The  distribution  of  the  points  to  be 
awarded  under  the  eight  selection 
criteria  will  be  as  follows: 

(1)  Plan  of  operation  (25  points). 

(2)  Objectives  and  actives  (20  points). 

(3)  Evaluation  plan  (15  points). 

(4)  Quality  of  key  personnel  (10 
points). 

(5)  Budget  and  cost-effectiveness  (10 
points). 

(6)  Interagency  consultation  and 
coordination  (10  points). 

(7)  Adequacy  of  resources  (5  points). 


(8)  Recruitment  (5  points). 

Program  Purpose 

The  statement  of  purpose  for  HEP  will 
be  expanded  to  include  placement  in  an 
IHE  or  other  postsecondary  education  or 
training  (such  as  occupational  training, 
apprenticeship  training,  or  vocational 
school)  as  appropriate  outcomes  for 
participation  in  a  HEP  project. 

A  vailable  funds 

The  Secretary  estimates  that  there 
will  be  $6,095,000  available  for  FY  1981 
grants.  For  the  most  part,  these  grant 
awards  are  expected  to  be  between 
$100,000  and  $300,000  and  will  be  for  a 
one-year  period.  These  estimates, 
however,  do  not  bind  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  to  a  specific 
number  of  grants  nor  to  the  amount  of 
any  grant  unless  that  amount  is 
otherwise  specified  in  statute  or 
regulations. 

Application  forms 

Application  forms  and  instructions 
may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  Migrant 
Education  Programs,  Office  of 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education, 
U.S.  Department  of  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  SW.,  (ROB-3,  Room 
3608),  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  grant  application 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information4hat  is 
not  requested. 

Applicable  Regulations 

The  regulations  that  apply  to  HEP 
include  the  following: 

(1)  The  Migrant  Education  High 
School  Equivalency  Program  and 
College  Assistance  Migrant  Program 
Regulations  that  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  30, 1980, 
as  proposed  regulations.  Applicants 
should  prepare  their  applications  on  the 
basis  of  these  proposed  regulations  and 
the  planned  changes  to  those 
regulations,  as  indicated  in  this  notice. 
When  those  regulations  are  published  in 
final  form  and  become  effective,  they 
will  govern  applications  and  grants 
imder  this  program. 

(2)  The  Education  Department 
General  Administrative  Regulations  (34 
CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

(3)  The  Grants  Administration 
Regulations  (34  CFR  Part  74). 

Further  Information 

For  further  information,  contact  Mr. 
Vidal  A.  Rivera,  Jr.,  Deputy  Director  for 
Migrant  Education,  Migrant  Education 
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Programs,  Office  of  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education,  U.S.  Department 
of  Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  SW 
(ROB-3,  Room  3608),  Washington.  D.C. 
20202.  Telephone  (202)  245-2222. 

(20  U.S.C  1070d-2) 

Dated:  June  10, 1981. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
84.141;  Migrant  Education/High  School 
Equivalency  Program) 

T.  H.  Bell, 

Secretary  of  Education. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17880  Filed  6-12-81;  8;45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  400(M)1-M 


Grants  for  Special  Educational 
Programs  for  Students  Whose 
Families  Are  Engaged  in  Migrant  and 
Other  Seasonal  Farmwork— College 
Assistance  Migrant  Program 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Education. 

action:  Notice  of  closing  date  for 
transmittal  of  applications  for  fiscal 
year  1981. 

Applications  are  invited  for  grants 
under  the  College  Assistance  Migrant 
Program  (CAMP)  to  provide  academic 
and  supporting  services  and  financial 
assistance  to  migrant  and  seasonal 
farmworker  students. 

The  current  authority  for  CAMP  is 
contained  in  Section  418A  of  Title  IV  of 
the  Higher  Education  Act  (HEA),  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  96-374  (20  U.S.C. 
1070d-2).  However,  the  HEA  authority 
for  CAMP  was  not  enacted  until 
October  3, 1980.  Consequently,  the  funds 
for  the  Fiscal  Year  (FY)  1981  program 
were  appropriated  under  the  previous 
statutory  authorization  in  Section 
303(c)(2)  of  the  Comprehensive 
Employment  and  Training  Act,  as 
amended  by  Pub.  L.  95-524. 

Eligible  applicants  are  institutions  of 
higher  education  (IHEs)  and  other  public 
or  nonprofit  private  agencies  in 
cooperation  with  IHEs. 

The  purpose  of  CAMP  is  to  provide 
grants  to  IHEs  and  other  agencies,  in 
cooperation  with  IHEs,  to  design  and 
implement  projects  of  academic  and 
supporting  services  and  financial 
assistance  to  address  the  special 
educational  needs  of  migrant  and 
seasonal  farmworker  students  and  to 
enhance  the  opportunity  of  these 
students  for  success  at  the 
postsecondary  education  level. 

Closing  Date  for  Transmittal  of 
Applications 

An  application  for  a  grant  must  be 
mailed  or  hand  delivered  to  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  by  July  27, 
1981. 


Applications  Delivered  by  Mail. 

An  application  sent  by  mail  must  be 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Attention;  84.149,  Washington,  D.C. 

20202. 

An  applicant  must  show  proof  of 
mailing  consisting  of  one  of  the 
following: 

(1)  A  legibly-dated  U.S.  Postal  Service 
postmark. 

(2)  A  legible  mail  receipt  with  the  date 
of  mailing  stamped  by  the  U.S.  Postal 
Service. 

(3)  A  dated  shipping  label,  invoice,  or 
receipt  from  a  commercial  carrier. 

(4)  Any  other  proof  of  mailing 
acceptable  to  the  Secretary  of 
Education. 

If  an  application  is  sent  through  the 
U.S.  Postal  Service,  the  Secretary  does 
not  accept  either  of  the  following  as 
proof  of  mailing; 

(1)  A  private  metered  postmark. 

(2)  A  mail  receipt  that  is  not  dated  by 
the  U.S.  Postal  Service. 

An  applicant  should  note  that  the  U.S. 
Postal  Service  does  not  uniformly 
provide  a  dated  postmark.  Before  relying 
on  this  method,  an  applicant  should 
check  with  its  local  post  office. 

An  applicant  is  encouraged  to  use 
registered  or,  at  least,  first  class  mail.  A 
late  applicant  will  be  notified  that  its 
applfcation  will  not  be  considered. 

Applications  Delivered  by  Hand 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
must  be  taken  to  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Education,  Application  Control  Center, 
Room  5673,  Regional  Office  Building  3, 
Seventh  and  D  Streets,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  Application.  Control  Center  will 
accept  a  hand-delivered  application 
between  8:00  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m. 
(Washington,  D.C.  time)  daily,  except 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  Federal 
holidays. 

An  application  that  is  hand  delivered 
will  not  be  accepted  after  4:30  p.m.  on 
the  closing  date. 

Program  Information 

The  Secretary  makes  CAMP  grants  to 
IHEs  and  other  agencies,  in  cooperation 
with  IHEs,  to  design  and  implement 
projects  of  academic  and  supporting 
services  and  financial  assistance  to 
address  the  special  educational  needs  of 
migrant  and  seasonal  farmworker 
students  and  to  enhance  the  opportunity 
of  these  students  for  success  at  the 
postsecondary  education  level. 

The  Secretary  may  make  these  grants 
to  IHEs  and  other  agencies,  in 
cooperation  with  IHEs,  to  assist  migrant 
and  seasonal  farmworker  students  who 


are  enrolled  on  a  full-time  basis  in  the 
first  academic  year  at  an  IHE.  The 
program  provides  assistance  to  help  a 
student  in — 

(1)  Making  the  transition  from 
secondary  school  to  postsecondary 
school; 

(2)  Generating  the  motivation 
necessary  to  succeed  in  postsecondary 
school;  and 

(3)  Developing  the  skills  necessary  to 
succeed  in  postsecondary  school. 

Proposed  regulations  for  CAMP  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
December  30, 1980  (at  45  FR  86333). 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secretary 
plans  to  make  certain  changes  to  the 
proposed  regulations — as  a  result  of 
public  comments — ^when  the  regulations 
are  published  in  final  form.  The  planned 
changes — to  the  proposed  regulations — 
that  are  material  to  the  preparation  of 
applications  for  FY  1981  are  indicated 
below.  Except  as  indicated  by  these 
planned  changes,  an  applicant  should 
prepare  its  application  on  the  basis  of 
the  proposed  regulations. 

Eligible  Grantees 

A  project  grant  may  be  authorized  for 
a  public  or  nonprofit  private  agency 
other  than  an  IHE — if  that  agency 
applies  in  cooperation  with  an  IHE.  The 
proposed  regulations  authorized  only 
IHEs  to  receive  project  grants. 

Selection  Criteria 

Two  additional  selection  criteria  will 
be  used  to  evaluate  project  applications. 
Those  selection  criteria  are  as  follows: 

(1)  Objectives  and  activities. 

(a)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
the  quality  of  the  design  of  objectives 
and  activities  for  the  students 
participating  in  the  project. 

(b)  TTie  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  that: 

(1)  The  objectives  and  activities  of  the 
project  are  designed  to  respond  to  the 
academic,  supporting,  and  financial 
needs  of  the  participating  students;  and 

(ii)  The  size,  scope,  and  quality  of  the 
activities  will  contribute  successfully  to 
meeting  the  project’s  objectives. 

(2)  Interagency  consultation  and 
coordination. 

(a)  The  Secretary  reviews  each 
application  for  information  that  shows 
adequate  consultation  and  coordination 
with  other  agencies — in  the  State  of  the 
project — that  provide  services  to 
migrant  and  other  seasonally-employed 
farmworkers  and  their  dependents. 

(b)  The  Secretary  looks  for 
information  that  shows  that  the 
applicant — 
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(i)  Has  consulted  and  coordinated 
adequately  with  other  appropriate 
agencies  in  planning  and  developint  its 
project;  and 

(ij)  Will  consult  and  coordinate 
adequately  with  other  appropriate 
agencies  in  implementing  and  evaluating 
the  project. 

The  distribution  of  the  points  to  be 
awarded  under  the  eight  selection 
criteria  will  be  as  follows: 

(1)  Plan  of  operation  (25  points.) 

(2)  Objectives  and  activities  (20 
points.) 

(3)  Evaluation  plan  (15  points.) 

(4)  Quality  of  key  personnel  (10 
points.) 

(5)  Budget  and  cost-effectiveness  (10 
points.) 

(6)  Interagency  consultation  and 
coordination  (10  points.) 

(7)  Adequacy  of  resources  (5  points.) 

(8)  Recruitment  (5  points.) 

Available  Funds 

The  Secretary  estimates  that  there 
will  be  $1,208,000  available  for  FY  1981 
grants.  For  the  most  part,  these  grant 
awards  are  expected  to  be  between 
$100,000  and  $300,000  and  will  be  for  a 
one-year  period.  These  estimates, 
however,  do  not  bind  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Education  to  a  specific 
number  of  grants  nor  to  the  amount  of 
any  grant  unless  that  amount  is 
otherwise  specified  in  statute  or 
regulations. 

Application  Forms 

Application  forms  and  instructions 
may  be  obtained  by  writing  to  Migrant 
Education  Programs,  Office  of 
Elementary  and  Secondary  Education, 
U.S.  Department  of  Education,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  SW,  (ROB-3.  Room 
3608),  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Applications  must  be  prepared  and 
submitted  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations,  instructions,  and  forms 
included  in  the  grant  application 
package.  The  Secretary  urges  that 
applicants  not  submit  information  that  is 
not  requested. 

Applicable  Regulations 

The  regulations  that  apply  to  CAMP 
include  the  following: 

(1)  The  Migrant  Education  High 
School  Equivalency  Program  and 
College  Assistance  Migrant  Program 
Regulations  that  were  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  30, 1980, 
as  proposed  regulations.  Applicants 
should  prepare  their  applications  on  the 
basis  of  these  proposed  regulations  and 
the  planned  changes  to  those 
regulations,  as  indicated  in  this  notice. 
When  those  regulations  are  published  in 
final  form  and  become  effective,  they 


will  govern  applications  and  grants 
under  this  program. 

(2)  The  Education  Department 
General  Administrative  Regulations  (34 
CFR  Parts  75  and  77). 

(3)  The  Grants  Administration 
Regulations  (34  CFR  Part  74). 

Further  Information 

For  further  information,  contact  Mr. 
Vidal  A.  Rivera,  Jr.,  Deputy  Director  for 
Migrant  Education,  Migrant  Education 
Programs,  Office  of  Elementary  and 
Secondary  Education,  U.S.  Department 
of  Education,  400  Maryland  Avenue  SW, 
(ROB-3,  Room  3608),  Washington,  D.C. 
20202.  Telephone  (202)  245-2222. 

(20  U.S.C.  1070d-2) 

Dated:  June  10, 1981. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
84.149;  Migrant  Education/College  Assistance 
Migrant  Program) 

T.  H.  BeU, 

Secretary  of  Education, 

|PR  Doc.  81-17879  Filed  6-12-SI;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Economic  Regulatory  Administration 

Aminoil  USA,  Inc.;  Final  Action  on 
Consent  Order 

AGENCY:  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  final  action  taken. 

summary:  The  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  of  the  Department 
of  Energy  (DOE)  announces  final  action 
to  accept  a  Consent  Order  after 
consideration  of  comments  received 
from  the  public. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  1, 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Alan  L.  Wehmeyer,  Office  of 
Enforcement,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration,  Department  of  Energy, 
324  East  11th  Street,  Kansas  City, 
Missouri  64106. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  April 
29, 1981,  the  Office  of  Enforcement  of 
the  ERA  published  Notice  of  a  Consent 
Order  which  had  been  executed 
between  Aminoil  USA,  Inc.  (“Aminoil") 
and  DOE.  With  that  Notice,  and  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  205.199j(c),  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  invited  interested 
persons  to  comment  on  the  Consent 
Order.  A  press  release  was  issued 
simultaneously,  in  conformity  with  10 
CFR  205.199j(c).  Under  the  terms  of  10 
CFR  205.199j(c),  no  Consent  Order 
involving  sums  in  excess  of  $500,000 
shall  become  effective  until  the  DOE 
publishes  Notice  of  its  execution  and 
solicits  and  considers  public  comments 


with  respect  to  its  terms.  Pursuant  to  10 
CFR  205.199),  the  Office  of  Enforcement 
of  the  ERA  hereby  gives  Notice  of  fijial 
action  taken  on  the  Consent  Order. 

I.  Comments  Received 

No  comments  were  received  with 
respect  to  the  terms  of  the  Consent 
Order. 

II.  Determination 

The  Ofiice  of  Enforcement  has 
concluded  that  the  Consent  Order  as 
executed  between  DOE  and  Aminoil  is 
an  appropriate  resolution  of  the 
compliance  proceedings  described  in  the 
Notice  published  on  April  29, 1981,  and 
hereby  gives  Notice  that  the  Consent 
Order  is  made  effective  by  written 
notice  issued  to  Aminoil  on  June  1, 1981. 

Issued  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri  on  this  3rd 
day  of  June,  1981. 

Winiam  D.  Miller, 

District  Manager,  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration. 

Concurrence: 

David  H.  Jackson, 

Chief  Enforcement  Counsel. 

(FR  Doe.  81-17810  Filed  S-12-«1: 8i45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

(Docket  No.  TA81-2-1-000] 

Alabama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas; 
Notice  of  Proposed  PGA  Rate 
Adjustment 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  29, 1981, 
Alabama-Tennessee  Natural  Gas 
Company  (Alabama-Tennessee),  P.O. 
Box  918,  Florence,  Alabama  35€bo, 
tendered  for  filing  as  part  of  its  FPC  Gas 
Tariff,  Third  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  the 
following  tariff  sheets: 

Thirty-Fifth  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-A 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  3-B 

These  tariff  sheets  are  proposed  to 
become  effective  July  1, 1981. 

Alabama-Tennessee  states  that  the 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  adjust  its  rates 
to  conform  to  the  proposed  changes  in 
the  rates  of  its  suppliers,  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company,  a  Division  of 
Tenneco  Inc.,  and  Sun  Gas  Company. 
Alabama-Tennessee  states  that  the  rate 
changes  have  been  made  in  conformity 
with  the  PGA  and  related  provisions  of 
its  tariff. 

The  tariff  sheets  provide  for  the 
following  rates: 
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Rate 

after 

Rate  schedule  current 

adjust¬ 
ment 


G-t; 

Demand . . . .  $2.34 

Commodity . . . - .  285.79 

SG-1. 

Commodity...- . — . - .  302.89 

l-t: 

Commodity . . .  293.47 


Alabama-Tennessee  states  that  copies 
of  the  tariff  filing  have  been  mailed  to 
all  of  its  jurisdictional  customers  and 
affected  State  regulatory  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426.  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17672  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  amj 

BItXINQ  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  RP81-68-000] 

Algonquin  Gas  Transmission  Co.; 
Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  FERC 
Gas  Tariff 

|une  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  22, 1981, 
Algonquin  Gas  Transmission  Company 
("Algonquin  Gas”)  filed  the  following 
tariff  sheets  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  First 
Revised  Volume  No.  1: 

Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  20-D 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  20-E 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  20-F 
Third  Revised  Sheet  No.  20-G 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  20-H 
Original  Sheet  No.  20-H.l 
Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  120-C 
Original  Sheet  No.  120-D 
Algonquin  Gas  states  that  the  changes 
made  by  such  tariff  sheets  relate  to 
Algonquin  Gas’  Rate  Schedule  SNG-1 
and  are  filed  to  continue  on  an 
expanded  basis  the  operating  flexibility 
which  was  in  effect  during  the  two  prior 
winter  seasons. 

The  proposed  effective  date  of  the 
tariff  sheets  is  June  22, 1981. 


Algonquin  Gas  asserts  that  a  copy  of 
this  filing  is  being  mailed  to  all  affected 
parties  and  interested  state 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8  and 
1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  and 

1.10).  All  such  petitons  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17673  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RP81-66-000] 

ANR  Storage  Co.;  Notice  of  Proposed 
Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff  of  ANR 
Storage  Company 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  ANR  Storage 
Company  (ANR),  on  May  22, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  proposed  changes  in 
its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  2.  The  proposed  changes  would 
increase  the  charges  of  ANR  to  its 
storage  service  customer,  Inter-City  Gas 
Corporation,  solely  by  reason  of 
reflecting  in  its  rates,  the  increase  in 
interest  cost  level.  All  elements  used  to 
compute  the  rates  proposed  in  the 
subject  filing,  other  than  interest  rate, 
are  the  same  as  those  used  to  compute 
the  Initial  Rates.  The  proposed  changes 
would  increase  revenues  from  ANR’s 
service  to  Inter-City  by  $81,360  per  year. 

A  copy  of  the  filing  was  served  upon 
Inter-City  Gas  Corporation. 

Any  party  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Conunission's  rule  of 
practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22. 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 


become  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17674  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  ID-1924-001] 

Robert  C.  Arnold;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8. 1981.  _ 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following; 

Take  notice  that  on  April  6, 1981, 
Robert  C.  Arnold  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions: 

Senior  Vice  President  Jersey  Central 

Power  &  Light  Company 
Senior  Vice  President,  Metropolitan 
'  Edison  Company 
President  and  Director,  GPU  Nuclear 

Corporation 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C,  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  29, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17653  Filed  6-12-81: 845  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  ID-1667-000] 

Shepard  Bartnoff;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  April  6, 1981, 
Shepard  Bartnoff  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions; 

President  and  Director.  Jersey  Central 
Power  &  Light  Company 
Director.  GPU  Nuclear  Corporation 
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Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  flle  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  . 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  30, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  01-17657  Piled  6-12-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLINQ  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  RP81-64-000] 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.;  Notice  of 
Proposed  Change  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Cities  Service  Gas 
Company  (Cities  Service]  on  May  21, 
1981,  tendered  for  filing  Second  Revised 
Sheet  No.  63  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1. 

Cities  Service  states  that  this  filing  is 
necessary  to  conform  its  tariff  with 
recent  Commission  orders  with  respect 
to  the  pricing  of  net  underground  storage 
injections  and  withdrawals  on  an 
annual  last-in  first-out  (UFO)  basis  in 
the  computation  of  the  Unrecovered 
Purchased  Gas  Cost  Account. 

Cities  Service  states  that  copies  of  its 
filing  were  served  on  all  jusidictional 
customers  and  interested  state 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E^  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8  or 
1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  C.F.R.  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22. 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceedings.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17676  Filed  6-12-81;  8;45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-M 


(Project  No.  4369-001) 

City  of  Anoka,  Minn.;  Notice  of 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

June  8, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  City  of  Anoka, 
Minnesota  (Applicant)  filed  on  April  24, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  (pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project 
No.  4369  known  as  the  Coon  Rapids 
Dam  located  on  the  Mississippi  River  in 
Anoka  and  Hennepin  Counties, 
Minnesota.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Mr.  Jerry  L  Dulgar,  City  Manager, 
2015 1st  Avenue  North,  Anoka, 
Minnesota  55303. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  an  existing 
reservoir  with  a  surface  area  of  600 
acres  at  normal  power  pool  elevation  of 
830.1  feet  m.s.l.;  (2)  an  existing  dam  with 
a  north  section  450  feet  long  and  10  feet 
high  and  a  south  section  75  feet  long  and 
20  feet  high:  (3)  a  proposed  powerhouse 
that  would  contain  generating  units 
having  a  total  installed  capacity  of  11.3 
MW;  (4)  proposed  34.5-kV  transmission 
lines;  and  (5)  appurtenant  facilities.  The 
existing  dam  is  owned  and  maintained 
by  the  Hennepin  County  Park  Reserve 
District.  The  Applicant  estimates  that 
the  average  annual  energy  output  would 
be  56,000,000  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months.  During  this  time  studies  would 
be  conducted  to  determine  the 
economic,  engineering,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the  project. 
In  addition.  Federal,  State,  and  local 
agencies  would  be  consulted  concerning 
the  environmental  effects  of  the  projects 
along  with  preparing  an  application  for 
FERC  license.  Applicant  estimates  the 
cost  of  the  studies  would  be  $25,000. 

Competing  Applications — ^Thls 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Coon  Rapids 
Development  Ltd  Project  No.  3613  filed 
on  October  27, 1980,  under  18  C.F.R. 
§4.33  (1980).  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of 
the  initial  application  has  already  been 
given  and  the  due  date  for  filing 


competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no  further 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  to  file  competing  applications  will 
be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene— Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  C.F.R.  1.8  or  1.10 
(1980).  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  only  those  who  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  6, 1981. 

filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS,’’ 
“PROTEST’,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE’’,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4369.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Room  208  RB  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of  any  petition  to 
intervene  must  also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant  specified 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

{FK  Doc.  81-17633  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  ER81-45-000] 

Boston  Edison  Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 
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Take  notice  that  Boston  Edison 
Company  (Boston  Edison]  on  May  26, 
1981,  tendered  for  filing  First  Revised 
Sheet  No.  16  A  3.4  Experimental 
Interruptible  Option.  Boston  Edison 
states  that  the  Experimental 
Interruptible  Option  tariff  was  approved 
by  the  Commission  on  April  1, 1980. 
Boston  Edison  further  states  that 
although  no  sales  by  Detroit  Edison 
were  affected  under  this  tariff  during  the 
past  year  there  is  the  possibility  that  one 
or  more  wholesale  electric  customers 
will  avail  themselves  of  the  rate  in  the 
coming  year.  Therefore,  in  order  to 
facilitate  experimental  interruptible 
service,  Detroit  Edison  respectfully 
requests  that  the  Commission  continue 
the  Experimental  Interruptible  Option 
tariff  until  December  1, 1982,  at  which 
time  the  rate  will  automatically  expire. 
Except  for  the  new  date  olf  expiration. 
First  Revised  Sheet  No.  16  A  contains  no 
additional  changes. 

Detroit  Edison  requests  that  the 
Commission  grant  such  waivers  and 
authorizations  as  are  required  to  enable 
the  implementation  of  the  Experimental 
Interruptible  Option  effective  June  1, 
1981. 

Any  person  desiring  the  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E..  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 

1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  Hied  on  or  before  June  26, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17636  FUed  6-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-8S-M 


(Docket  No.  10-1925-001] 

Philip  R.  Clark;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  April  6, 1981, 
Philip  R.  Clark  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions: 

Vice  President,  Jersey  Central  Power  & 
Light  Company 


Vice  President,  Metropolitan  Edison 
Company 

Exec.  Vice  President  and  Director,  GPU 
Nuclear  Corporation 
Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 

1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 ,  • 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  29, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17655  Filed  8-12-81;  8:45  amj 
BILLING  CODE  8450-8S-M 


(Docket  No.  ER81-498-0001 

The  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating 
C04  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  the  Cleveland 
Electric  Illuminating  Company  (CEI)  and 
The  Toledo  Edison  Company  (TE)  on 
May  28, 1981,  tendered  for  filing  the 
Agreement  between  CEI  and  TE  for  the 
purchase  and  sale  of  Ontario  Hydro 
Keith  Power,  Pursuant  to  the  agreement, 
CEI  will  purchase  from  TE  the  power 
and  associated  energy  up  to  a  total  of 
254  MW  to  be  generated  by  Ontario 
Hydro  of  Ontario,  Canada,  for  ultimate 
use  by  the  General  Public  Utilities 
Company  (GPU).  GPU  continues  to 
suffer  severe  electric  generation 
shortages  as  a  consequence  of  the 
nuclear  incident  which  occurred  at 
GPU’s  Three  Mile  Island  Unit  No.  2  on 
March  28. 1979.  The  agreement  will 
continue  through  December  31, 1983 
unless  sooner  cancelled  or  extended  by 
the  parties. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Ohio; 
Consumers  Power  Compay  of  Jackson, 
Michigan;  The  Detroit  Edison  Company 
of  Detroit,  Michigan;  General  Public 
Utilities  Service  Corporation  of 
Parsippany,  New  Jersey;  and  Ontario 
Hydro  of  Toronto,  Ontario. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 


Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 

1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17638  Filed  6-12-8L  8:45  am] 

BlUING  CODE  6450-88-M 


(Docket  No.  CP81-335-0001 

Columbia  Gas  Transmission  Corp.; 
Notice  of  Application  ■ 

June  9. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  15, 1981, 
Columbia  Gas  Transmission 
Corporation  (Applicant),  1700 
MacCorkle  Avenue,  S.E.,  Charleston, 
West  Virginia  25314,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP81-335-000  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c]  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  limited-term 
sale  of  natural  ^as  to  Gulf  Oil 
Corporation  (Gulf),  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  a 
limited-term  off-system  sale  of  up  to 
50,000,000  Mcf  of  natural  gas  to  Gulf 
commencing  April  1, 1981,  and  ending 
October  31, 1982.  Applicant  states  that 
the  delivery  of  such  volumes  of  natural 
gas  to  Gulf  would  be  made  in  the 
following  stages: 

(1)  From  April  1. 1981,  through 
October  31, 1981,  Applicant  has  agreed 
to  make  firm  delivery  of  50,000  Mcf  per 
day  and  to  deliver  an  additional  50,000 
Mcf  per  day  on  a  best-efforts  basis; 

(2)  From  Nobember  1, 1981,  through 
March  31, 1982,  Applicant  has  agreed  to 
deliver  100,000  Mcf  per  day  on  a  best- 
efforts  basis;.and 

(3)  From  April  1, 1982,  through 
October  31, 1982,  Applicant  has  agreed 
to  deliver  100,000  Mcf  per  day  on  a  best- 
efforts  basis.  However,  if  projected 
deliveries  of  LNG  to  Applicant  from 
Columbia  LNG  Corporation  have 
resumed  Applicant  has  agreed  during 
this  period  to  make  firm  delivery  of 
50,000  Mcf  per  day  and  to  deliver  an 
additional  50,000  Mcf  per  day  on  a  best- 
efforts  basis. 
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It  is  further  stated  that  the  proposed 
volumes  are  due,  in  part,  to  a  near  term 
short  fall  in  market  requirements. 

Applicant  asserts  that  the  subject  gas 
*  would  be  delivered  to  Gulf  or  for  Gulfs 
account  at  existing  points  of 
interconnection  between  Columbia  Gulf 
Transmission  Company,  Gulf  and/or 
Texas  Eastern  Transmission 
Corporation.  It  is  further  asserted  that 
no  new  facilities  would  be  required  in 
order  to  accomplish  such  deliveries. 

Applicant  states  that  the  price  Gulf 
would  pay  for  all  gas  delivered  by 
Applicant,  unless  the  cost  of  natural  gas 
is  deregulated,  would  be  the  higher  of 
Applicant’s  average  purchased  gas  cost 
per  Mcf  including  Btu  and  tax 
adjustments  for  all  gas  purchased  from 
producers  outside  the  Appalachian  Area 
or  the  maximum  lawful  price  of  Natural 
^as  Policy  Act  of  1976  Section  102  gas. 

Applicant  submits  that  Gulf  has 
agreed,  as  part  of  its  arrangements  with 
Applicant,  to  sell  its  interest  in  certain 
gas  to  be  produced  from  the  Carter 
Creek  and  Whitney  Canyon  area  in 
Uinta  and  Lincoln  Counties,  Wyoming.  It 
is  further  submitted  that  within  twenty 
days  after  receipt  of  final  non- 
appealable  approval  of  all  regulatory 
approvals  necessary  to  allow  the 
proposed  sale  to  operate  according  to 
the  terms  of  the  gas  sales  contract. 
Applicant  and  Gulf  would  execute  a  gas 
purchase  agreement  for  the  sale  and 
purchase  of  the  Carter  Creek  and 
Whitney  Canyon  gas.  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  reserves  from  Gulfs 
interest  in  the  Carter  Creek  and 
Whitney  Canyon  areas  would  be 
approximately  200,000,000  Mcf  of 
natural  gas. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  30, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 


and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  Ends  that  a  grant  of  the 
certiheate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17668  Filed  6-12-61:  6:45  am) 

BILUNO  CODE  e4S0-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER61-514-000] 

Consumers  Power  Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  5. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  3, 1981, 
Consumers  Power  Company  (Consumers 
Power)  tendered  for  filing  Amendment 
No.  4  to  the  Operating  Agreement  dated 
March  1, 1906  among  Consumers.  Power. 
The  Detroit  Edison  Company,  (Detroit 
Edison)  and  ’The  Toledo  Edison 
Company  (Toledo  Edison).  The  1966 
Operating  Agreement  has  previously 
been  designated  Consumers  Power 
Company  Rate  Schedule  FPC  No.  22. 

Consumers  Power  states  that 
Amendment  No.  4  adds  Service 
Schedule  F  to  the  1966  Operating 
Agreement,  providing  for  transmission 
service  by  Consumers  Power  and 
Detroit  Edison  between  the  systems  of 
Ontario  Hydro  and  Toledo  Edison. 
Consumers  Power  states  that  power  to 
be  generated  at  Ontario  Hydro's  J.  C. 
Keith  Thermal  Generating  Station  will 
be  purchased  by  Toledo  Edison  for 
ultimate  delivery  to  the  systems  of 
General  Public  Utilities  Corporation 
(GPU),  as  part  of  a  cooperative  effort  to 
deal  with  power  and  energy  shortages 
on  GPU’s  operating  systems  resulting 
from  the  Three  Mile  Island  incident. 

Consumers  Power  further  states  that 
transmission  capacity  and  service 
charges  provided  by  Amendment  No.  4 
are  the  same  as  rates  for  transmission 
service  already  filed  with  the 
Commission.  Consumers  Power  requests 
an  effective  date  on  or  about  June  8, 
1981. 


Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
upon  Detroit  Edison,  Toledo  Edison,  and 
the  Michigan  Public  Service 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  29, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Ooc.  81-17675  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLINQ  CODE  S450-B5-H 


(Project  No.  4449-001] 

Dakota  County,  Minnesota;  Notice  of 
Application  for  Preliminary  Permit 

June  8, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Dakota  County. 
Miimesota  (Applicant)  filed  on  April  24, 
1981,  an  application  for  preliminary 
permit  [pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C  791(a)-825(r)]  for  Project 
No.  4449  known  as  the  Byllesby  Dam 
located  on  Cannon  River  in  Dakota  and 
Goodhue  Counties,  Minnesota.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Charles  Lowery.  Director,  Dakota 
County  Parks  and  Recreation 
Department,  8502  127th  Street  East. 
Hastings,  Minnesota  55033. 

Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  an  existing 
reservoir  with  a  storage  capacity  of 
2,400  acre-feet  and  a  surface  area  of 
1,920  acres  at  power  pool  elevation  of 
662.7  feet  m.s.l.;  (2)  an  existing  dam 
which  has  a  north  section  210  feet  long 
and  a  maximum  height  of  46  feet.  The 
north  embankment  is  64  feet  long  and  26 
feet  high.  The  south  section  of  the  dam 
is  452  feet  long  with  a  maximum  height 
of  68  feet.  The  south  embankment  is  127 
feet  long,  with  a  maximum  height  of  32 
feet;  (3)  an  existing  powerhouse  that 
would  contain  generating  units  having  a 
total  installed  capacity  of  approximately 
3.0  MW;  (4)  proposed  transmission  lines; 
and  (5)  appurtenant  facilities.  The 
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existing  dam  is  owned  by  Dakota  and 
Goodhue  Counties.  The  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  average  annual 
energy  output  would  be  6.5  GWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 

Applicant  seeks  issuance  of  a 
preliminary  permit  for  a  period  of  36 
months.  During  this  time,  studies  would 
be  conducted  to  determine  the  most 
economical  scheme  to  generate 
hydroelectric  power;  the  size  of  the 
generating  equipment:  and  the  best 
mode  of  operation.  In  addition,  ground 
surveys,  soil  borings,  and  concrete 
coring  of  the  dam  and  powerhouse 
would  be  performed.  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies  would  be  consulted 
concerning,the  environmental  effects  of 
the  project.  Applicant  estimates  the  cost 
of  the  studies  would  be  $50,000. 

Competing  Applications — This 
application  was  filed  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Byllesby  Development 
Ltd  Project  No.  3608  filed  on  October  24, 
1980,  under  18  CFR  §  4.33  (1980).  Public 
notice  of  the  filing  of  the  initial 
application  has  already  been  given  and 
the  due  date  for  filing  competing 
applications  or  notices  of  intent  has 
passed.  Therefore,  no  further  competing 
applications  or  notices  of  intent  to  file 
competing  applications  will  be  accepted 
for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  6, 1981. 

Filing  gnd  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4449.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 


be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications  ' 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Room  208  RB  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of  any  petition  to 
intervene  must  also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant  specified 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17632  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Project  No.  4641-000] 

George  Danner  III  and  James  P. 
Fenster;  Notice  of  Application  for 
Short  Form  License  (Minor) 

June  8, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  George  Danner  III 
and  James  P.  Fenster  (Applicants)  filed 
on  May  11, 1981,  an  application  for  short 
form  license  (minor)  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  §§  791(a)- 
825(r)J  for  Project  No.  4641  known  as  the 
Danner-Fenster  Project  located  on  an 
unnamed  creek  in  Juneau,  Alaska.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  George 
Danner  III  and  James  P.  Fenster,  7502 
Glacier  Highway,  Juneau,  Alaska  99801. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of :  (1)  a  ^foot 
high  concrete  diversion  stracture;  (2)  a 
1,850-foot  long,  5-inch  diameter  pipe;  (3) 
a  powerhouse  containing  a  single  12-kW 
generating  unit;  and  (4)  associated 
electrical  equipment. 

The  project  would  have  an  average 
annual  generation  of  11,000  kWh  at  an 
estimated  construction  cost  of  $20,000. 
The  project  would  provide  electric 
power  for  the  residences  of  Messrs. 
Danner  and  Fenster. 

Competing  Applications — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  12, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  [See  18  CFR 
4.33  (a)  and  (a)(1980)J  or  a  notice  of 
Intent  [See  18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c)(1980)J 
to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  an 
acceptable  competing  application  no 
later  than  December  10, 1981. 


Agency  Comments — Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.)  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  filed,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  August  12, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  Blings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPLICA’nON”, 
“COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  Uiis  notice.  Any  of 
the  above  named  documents  must  be 
filed  by  providing  the  original  and  those 
copies  required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208  RB  at  the  above  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17627  Filed  6-12-81:  8:48  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-504-000] 

Delmarva  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Notice  of 
Proposed  Tariff  Change 

June  5, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Delmarva  Power  & 
Light  Company  (Delmarva)  on  May  29. 
1981  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FERC  Electric  Tariff, 
Volume  No.  10.  The  total  revenue 
increase  proposed  is  $765,511  on  the 
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basis  of  the  proposed  test  period 
information. 

Delmarva  states  the  foregoing  tariff 
changes  are  being  filed  so  that  it  can 
achieve  a  fair  and  reasonable  return  on 
its  investment  in  facilities  used  to 
provide  jurisdictional  services. 

Delmarva  proposes  an  effective  date  of 
July  28, 1981. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
Delmarva's  jurisdictional  customers  the 
Delaware  Public  Service  Commission, 
the  Maryland  Public  Service 
Commission,  and  the  Virginia  State 
Corporation  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  fl8  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  29. 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  persons  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  81-17677  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNQ  CODE  6450-BS-M 

(Docket  No.  ER81-509-000] 

Delmarva  Power  $  Light  Co.;  Notice  of 
Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Delmarva  Power  & 
Light  Company  (Delmarva),  on  June  1, 
1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  Notice  of 
Intent  to  Cancel  the  Service  Agreement 
between  Delmarva  and  the  Town  of 
Centreville,  Maryland  (Centreville) 
effective  May  1, 1963,  under  which 
Delmarva  serves  Centreville  at 
wholesale  at  rates  set  forth  in 
Delmarva's  FERC  Electric  Tariff, 

Volume  No.  10. 

Delmarva  states  that  this  Service 
Agreement  is  to  be  cancelled  because 
Delmarva  and  Centreville  have 
concluded  the  terms  of  a  sale  of 
Centreville’s  electric  system  to 
Delmarva.  The  cancellation  will  be 
effective  on  the  date  on  which  this  sale 
is  closed,  which  is  scheduled  for  June  1, 
1981.  Immediately  upon  such  closing. 
Delmarva  will  begin  to  serve 


Centreville’s  electric  service  customers 
at  retail  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Maryland  Public  Service  Conunission 
and  to  operate  Centreville’s  electric 
system  as  part  of  Delmarva’s  own 
integrated  system.  This  transaction  was 
approved  by  an  Order  of  the  Maryland 
Public  Service  Commission  dated  May 
18. 1981. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Delaware  Public  Service 
Commission,  the  Maryland  Public 
Service  Commission  and  the  Virginia 
State  Corporation  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17637  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  64S0-86-M 

[Project  No.  4025-000] 

Willis  D.  Deveny;  Notice  of  Application 
for  Short-Form  License  (Minor) 

June  8, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Willis  D.  Deveny 
(Applicant)  filed  on  January  15, 1981,  an 
application  for  minor  license  [pursuant 
to  the  Federal  Power  Act  16  U.S.C. 
791(a}-825(r)J  for  construction  and 
operation  of  Project  No.  4025  to  be 
known  as  Shingle  Creek  Project  located 
on  Shingle  Creek  in  Idaho  County, 

Idaho.  No  U.S.  lands  would  be  occupied 
by  the  project.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  is  available 
for  public  inspection.  Correspondence 
with  the  Applicant  should  be  directed 
to:  Willis  D.  Deveny,  Box  239,  Riggins,  * 
Idaho  83549.  Any  person  who  wishes  to 
file  a  response  to  this  notice  should  read 
the  entire  notice  and  must  comply  with 
the  requirements  specified  for  the 
particular  kind  of  response  that  person 
wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  3-foot 
wide  and  2-foot  high  concrete  headgate: 
(2)  a  3,100-foot  long  plastic  PVC 


pipeline;  (3)  a  200-foot  long  iron  pipe:  (4) 
a  3-foot  wide  and  2-foot  high  concrete 
headgate;  (5)  a  3,000-foot  long  plastic 
PVC  pipeline;  (6)  a  powerhouse 
containing  two  generating  units,  one 
rated  at  55  kW  and  one  rated  at  65  kW: 
and  (7)  a  transmission  line.  The 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  average 
annual  energy  output  would  be  1.08 
million  kWh. 

Purpose  of  Project — ^The  energy 
generated  by  the  project  would  sold 
to  the  Idaho  Power  Company. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  fi:om  the 
Commission  are  requested  to  provide 
comments  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Power  Act,  the  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Coordination  Act,  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  the  Historical  and 
Archeological  Preservation  Act  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  Pub. 
L  No.  88-29,  and  other  applicable 
statutes.  No  other  formal  requests  for 
comments  will  be  made. 

Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
issuance  of  a  license.  A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant  If  an  agency  does 
not  file  comments  within  the  time  set 
below,  it  will  be  presumed  to  have  no 
comments. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  7, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  applicatioiL 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
December  7, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent 
must  conform  with  the  requirements  of 
18  CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c)  (1980).  A 
competing  application  must  conform 
with  the  requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (a) 
and  (d)  (1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (19TO). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  ^e  proceeding.  To  become  a 
■party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
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person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  7. 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION”, 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION". 
“PROTEST”,  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  minor  license  for  Project 
No.  4025.  Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  be  filed  by 
providing  the  original  and  those  copies 
required  by  the  Commission’s 
regulations  to:  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to:  Fred  E. 
Springer,  Chief,  Applications  Branch, 
Division  of  Hydropower  Licensing, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Room  208,  400  First  Street  NW., 
W'ashington,  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of  any 
notice  of  intent,  competing  application, 
or  petition  to  intervene  must  also  be 
served  upon  each  representative  of  the 
Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17629  filed  6-12-81;  8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1697-001) 

Herman  M.  Dieckamp;  Notice  of  Filing 

lune  8, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  April  6, 1981, 
Herman  M.  Dieckamp  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  305(b]  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  to  hold  the 
following  positions: 

Acting  President  and  Director,  Metropolitan 
Edison  Company 

Director,  Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light 
Company 

Director,  Pennsylvania  Electric  Company 
Chairman,  Chief  Executive  officer  and 
Director,  GPU  Nuclear  Corporation 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  peition  to 
intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 

D  C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 


1.8  and  1.10  of  thie  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  30, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17656  Filed  6-12-81;  8;45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  TA81-2-2-000  (PGA81-2, 
IPR81-2,  DCA81-2)] 

East  Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Co.; 

Notice  of  Rate  Filing  Pursuant  to  Tariff 
Rate  Adjustment  Provisions 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  29, 1981,  East 
Tennessee  Natural  Gas  Company  (East 
Tennessee)  tendered  for  filing  First 
Revised  Sheet  Nos.  4,  5  and  6  to  Original 
Volume  No.  1  of  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff  to 
be  effective  July  1, 1981. 

East  Tennessee  states  that  the  sole 
purpose  of  these  tariff  sheets  is  to  reflect 
various  rate  adjustments  pursuant  to  the 
General  Terms  and  Conditions  of  its 
tariff  as  follows: 

(1)  A  PGA  Rate  Adjustment  pursuant 
to  Section  22; 

(2)  A  Curtailment  Credit  Rate 
Adjustment  pursuant  to  Section  24;  and 

(3)  Estimated  Incremental  Pricing 
Surcharges  pursuant  to  Section  26. 

East  Tennessee  also  states  that  copies 
of  the  filing  have  been  mailed  to  all 
affected  customers  and  affected  state 
regulatory  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22. 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 


with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17679  Filed  6-12-81;  8;45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-503-000] 

The  Empire  District  Electric  Co.;  Notice 
of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  The  Empire  District 
Electric  Company  (EDE),  on  May  29, 

1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
Peaking  Power  Purchase  Contract 
between  EDE  and  the  City  of 
Higginsville,  Missouri.  EDE  proposes  a 
June  1, 1981  effective  date  for  the  service 
schedule  and  therefore  requests  waiver 
of  the  Commission’s  notice 
requirements. 

The  proposed  contract  provides  for 
the  sale  of  3  Mw  of  peaking  capacity 
and  related  energy  from  Higginsville  to 
EDE  for  the  period  beginning  June  1, 

1981. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission 
and  the  City  of  Higginsville. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17647  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-500-000] 

Empire  District  Electric  Co.;  Notice  of 
Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  the  Empire  District 
Electric  Company  (EDE)  on  May  29. 
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1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
Service  Schedule  1,  Peaking  Power 
Service,  as  a  supplement  to  an  Electric 
Interchange  Agreement  between  EDE 
and  Kansas  City  Power  and  Light 
Company  (KCPL).  EDE  proposes  a  June 
1, 1981  effective  date  for  the  service 
schedule,  and  therefore  requests  waiver 
of  the  Commission’s  notice 
requirements. 

The  proposed  Service  Schedule  1 
provides  for  the  sale  of  3  Mw  of  peaking 
capacity  and  related  energy  from  Empire 
to  KCPL  for  the  period  beginning  June  1, 
1981.  The  capacity  charge  is  cost  plus 
$0.27  per  Kw  per  month.  Related  energy 
will  be  furnished  at  cost  plus  10%  with 
an  allowance  for  incurred  losses.  The 
schedule  further  provides  that  KCPL  will 
purchase  no  more  than  3,600  Mwh 
during  any  contract  year,  1,800  Mwh 
during  any  four  consecutive  months,  600 
Mwh  in  any  one  month.  No  less  than  180 
Mwh  may  be  purchased  in  any  one 
month. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission 
and  Kansas  City  Power  and  Light 
Company. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  application  should  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street  NE., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Sections  1.8  and  1.10  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 1.10).  All  such 
petitions  or  protests  should  be  filed  on 
or  before  June  26, 1981.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17648  Filed  6-12-61;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1666-000] 

Ivan  R.  Finfrock,  Jr.;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following; 

Take  notice  that  on  April  6. 1981,  Ivan 
R.  Finfrock,  Jr.  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions: 

Vice  President  and  Director,  Jersey  Central 
Power  &  Light  Company 
Vice  President,  GPU  Nuclear  Corporation 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  pr  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  30, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  81-17658  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-86-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-344-000] 

Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co.;  Notice 
of  Application 

June  9, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  18, 1981, 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Company 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  44,  Winter  Park, 
Florida  32790,  filed  in  Docket  No,  CP81- 
344-000  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  transportation 
of  natural  gas  for  United  Gas  Kpe  Line 
Company  (United)  from  an  existing 
point  of  interconnection  to  a  proposed 
new  point  of  redelivery  all  in  St.  Landry 
Parish,  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  on  September 
19, 1980,  it  entered  into  a  transportation 
agreement  with  United  in  which 
Applicant  agreed  to  transport  up  to  5 
billion  Btu  of  natural  gas  per  day  from 
the  existing  point  of  interconnection 
between  the  facilities  of  Applicant  and 
United  near  Opelousas,  St.  Landry 
Parish,  Louisiana,  to  a  proposed  new 
point  of  interconnection  on  Applicant’s 
24-in  mainline  in  St.  Landry  Parish.  It  is 
also  stated  that  the  aforementioned 
agreement  is  for  a  primary  term  of  two 
years  from  the  date  of  initial  delivery 
and  from  year  to  year  thereafter. 

Applicant  proposed  to  charge  United 
a  transportation  rate  of  5.0  cents  per 
million  Btu  redelivered  or  a  minimum 
charge  of  $500  per  month. 


It  is  asserted  that  the  proposed 
service  would  aid  United  in  alleviating 
the  capacity  problem  it  has  experienced. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  30, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 

D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10),  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17667  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  RP81-72-000] 

Gas  Research  Institute;  Notice  of 
Annual  Application 

June  8, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  1, 1981,  Gas 
Research  Institute  (GRI)  filed  in  this 
docket  an  application  requesting 
advance  approval  of  its  1982-1986  Five 
Year  R&O  Plan  and  1982  R&D  Program 
and  the  funding  thereof  pursuant  to  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  and  the  Conunission’s 
Regulations  thereunder,  particularly  18 
CFR  154.38(d)(5). 
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GRI  states  that  its  application 
demonstrates  compliance  with  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  the 
requirements  of  Opinion  No.  96,  Opinion 
and  Order  Amending  and  Approving 
Gas  Research  Institute’s  1981  Research 
and  Development  Program  and  Related 
Five  Year  Plan  for  1981-1985,  Docket  No. 
RP80-108,  issued  September  30, 1980, 
and  the  ongoing  provisions  of  a 
Stipulation  and  Agreement  reached  by 
the  parties  to  the  proceedings  in  Docket 
No.  RM77-14  and  approved  by  the 
Commission  in  Opinion  No.  11,  Opinion 
and  Order  Approving  the  Initial 
Research  Development  and 
Demonstration  Program  of  Gas  Research 
Institute,  Docket  No.  RM77-14,  issued 
March  28, 1978.  GRI’s  application  seeks 
approval  of  its  1982  R&D  Program  which 
proposes  that  $92,937,000  be  collected 
through  jurisdictional  and  non- 
jurisdictional  rates  and  charges  during 
the  twelve  (12)  months  ending  December 
31, 1982,  to  support  the  R&D  activities 
detailed  in  GRI’s  application.  Applicant 
states  that  its  application  was  filed' in 
accordance  with  the  provision  of  Order 
No.  566  which  requires  “R&D 
organizations’’  to  submit,  annually,  a 
five  year  program  plan  at  least  180  days 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  five 
year  period  of  the  plan,  which  is 
scheduled  to  commence  on  January  1, 
1982. 

GRI  states  that  the  proposed  unit  cost 
of  GRI’s  1982  R&D  Program  is  7.3  mills 
per  Mcf  or  equivalent  to  become 
effective  January  1, 1982.  This  General 
R&D  Funding  Unit  is  proposed  to  be 
applied  to  the  services  included  in  GRI’s 
Program  Funding  Services  in  1982  which 
include  jurisdictional,  direct  sale,  and 
intrastate  volumes  of  GRI’s  members 
and  which  are  estimated  to  be  12.757 
Bcf. 

GRI’s  filing  was  accompanied  by 
workpapers  providing  detail  about  its 
application.  These  workpapers  are 
available  for  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Information. 

The  Appendix  to  GRI’s  application 
contains  a  list  of  GRI  members  and  state 
regulatory  commissions  which  were 
served  with  a  copy  of  GRI’s  application 
on  June  1, 1981.  Such  members  and 
commissions  are  hereby  permitted  to 
participate  in  this  proceeding  as 
intervenors  and  need  not  file  formal 
petitions  to  intervene  or  notices  of 
intervention. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should,  on  or  before  June  26, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426,  a  comment,  protest,  or  petition  to 


intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.70).  All  comments  or 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein,  other  than  those 
listed  in  the  Appendix  who  are 
automatically  entitled  to  participate, 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules. 

Additionally,  take  notice  that  a 
Commission  Staff  report  on  GRI’s  filing 
will  be  served  on  all  parties  and  filed 
with  the  Commission  as  a  public 
document  on  July  31, 1901.  Additional 
comments  by  all  parties  may  be  filed 
concurrently  with  the  Staff  report  on 
July  31, 1981.  Comments  on  the  Staff 
report  by  all  parties  except  GRI  shall  be 
filed  by  August  17, 1981,  and  reply 
comments  by  GRI  shall  be  filed  by 
August  31, 1981. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-176Z6  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-M 


[Docket  No.  TA81-2-4-000  (PGA81-2) 
(IPR81-2)] 

Granite  State  Gas  Transmission,  Inc.; 
Notice  of  Proposed  Change  in  Rates 
Pursuant  To  Purchased  Gas  Cost 
Adjustment  Provision 

june  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Granite  State  Gas 
Transmission,  Inc.  (Granite  State),  120 
Royall  Street,  Canton,  Massachusetts 
02021,  on  May  29, 1981,  tendered  for 
filing  Thirty-First  Revised  Sheet  No.  3A 
in  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff,  Original  Volume 
No.  1,  containing  proposed  changes  in 
rates  for  effectiveness  on  July  1, 1981. 

According  to  Granite  State,  the  instant 
rate  adjustment  reflects  an  increase  in 
its  cost  of  gas  purchased  from 
Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Company,  a 
Division  of  Tenneco  Inc.  (Tennessee) 
which  Tennessee  proposes  to  make 
effective  July  1, 1981,  and  the 
amortization  of  Unrecovered  Purchased 
Gas  Costs.  It  is  stated  that  Granite 
State’s  filing  is  made  pursuant  to  the 
purchase  gas  cost  adjustment  provision 
in  its  tariff,  approved  on  December  14, 
1972,  in  Docket  No.  RP73-17,  as 
amended. 

Granite  State  further  states  that  its 
rate  adjustment  is  applicable  to  its  sales 
to  Northern  Utilities,  Inc.  (Northern), 


which  is  Granite  State’s  sole 
jurisdictional  customer.  According  to 
Granite  State,  the  effect  of  the  proposed 
rates  contained  on  Thirty-First  Revised 
Sheet  No.  3A  on  Northern’s  purchases 
from  Granite  State  is  an  increase  of 
$1,389,050  annually,  based  on  purchases 
from  Tennessee  and  sales  to  Northern 
for  the  twelve  months  ended  March  31, 
1981. 

According  to  Granite  State,  copies  of 
the  filing  were  served  upon  Northern 
and  the  regulatory  commissions  of  the 
States  of  Maine  and  New  Hampshire. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §  §  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Doc.  81-17678  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Project  No.  4495-000] 

Hydro  Light,  Inc.;  Notice  of  Application 
for  Preliminary  Permit 

June  8, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Hydro  Light,  Inc. 
(Applicant)  filed  on  April  20, 1981,  and 
application  for  preliminary  permit 
[pursuant  to  the  Federal  Power  Act,  16 
U.S.C.  §§  791(a)-825(r)J  for  proposed 
Project  No.  4495  to  be  known  as  the 
Clover  Creek  Project  located  on  Clover 
Creek  in  Shasta  County,  California.  The 
application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection.  Correspondence  with  the 
Applicant  should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  C. 
Donald  Nelson,  President,  Hydro  Light, 
Inc.,  50  Wilshire  Drive,  Redding, 
California  96002.  Any  person  who 
wishes  to  file  a  response  to  this  notice 
should  read  the  entire  notice  and  must 
comply  with  the  requirements  specified 
for  the  particular  kind  of  response  that 
person  wishes  to  file. 

Project  Description — The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  4-foot  high 
diversion  structure  on  Clover  Creek;  (2) 
a  2,400-foot  long  conduit;  (3)  a  1,200-foot 
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long,  40-inch  diameter  penstock;  (4)  a 
powerhouse  containing  a  single 
generating  unit  with  a  rated  capacity  of 
500  kW  and  discharging  into  Clover 
Creek;  and  (5)  associated  electrical  and 
transmission  equipment.  The  Applicant 
estimates  that  the  average  annual 
energy  output  would  be  2,200  MWh. 

Purpose  of  Project— VTo\ecy  energy 
would  be  sold. 

Proposed  Scope  and  Cost  of  Studies 
Under  Permit — Applicant  proposes  to 
conduct  a  detailed  study  of  the 
technical,  economical.  Financial,  and 
environmental  feasibility  of  the 
proposed  project.  Applicant  estimates 
that  the  proposed  studies  would  cost 
$40,000. 

Purpose  of  Preliminary  Permit— Pi 
preliminary  permit  does  not  authorize 
construction.  A  permit,  if  issued,  gives 
the  Permittee,  during  the  term  of  the 
permit,  the  right  of  priority  of 
application  for  license  while  the 
Permittee  undertakes  the  necessary 
studies  and  examinations  to  determine 
the  engineering,  economic,  and 
enviromental  feasibility  of  the  proposed 
project,  the  market  for  power,  and  all 
other  information  necessary  for 
inclusion  in  an  application  for  a  license. 

Agency  Comments— Tederal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  that  receive  this 
notice  through  direct  mailing  from  the 
Commission  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application 
for  preliminary  permit.  (A  copy  of  the 
application  may  be  obtained  directly 
from  the  Applicant.)  Comments  should 
be  conHned  to  substantive  issues 
relevant  to  the  issuance  of  a  permit  and 
consistent  with  the  purpose  of  a  permit 
as  described  in  this  notice.  No  oUier 
formal  request  for  comments  will  be 
made.  If  an  agency  does  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Competing  Applications — ^Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  August  5, 1981,  either  the 
competing  application  itself  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  file  a  competing  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  application  no  later  than 
October  5, 1981.  A  notice  of  intent  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  18 
CFR  4.33  (b)  and  (c)  (1980).  A  competing 
application  must  conform  with  the 
requirements  of  18  CFR  4.33  (a)  and  (d) 
(1980). 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Interx'ene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the 
Commission,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  its  Rules  of  Practice  and 


Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  submitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  §  1.10  for 
protests.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  a  person  who  merely  files  a 
protest  or  comments  does  not  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  To  become  a 
party,  or  to  participate  in  any  hearing,  a 
person  must  file  a  petition  to  intervene 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission's 
Rules.  Any  comments,  protest,  or 
petition  to  intervene  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  5, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  comments,  notices  of 
intent,  competing  applications,  protests, 
or  petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  aU 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  FILE 
COMPETING  APPUCATION", 
“COMPETING  APPLICATION". 
“PROTEST',  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 
made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Ptoject  No.  4495.  Any  comments,  notices 
of  intent,  competing  applications, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission's  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secretary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief.  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Room  208, 400  First  Street 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of 
any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application,  or  petition  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the  first 
paragraph  of  this  notice. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

{PR  Doo.  ei-17631  PMed  6-12-81: 8:4$  am| 

Ba.UNG  CODE  64S0-8S-II 


IDocket  No.  ERei-510-0001 

Idaho  Power  C04  Notice  of  Filing 
|une  5, 19Bt. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  2, 1981,  the 
Idaho  Power  Company  (Idaho)  tendered 
for  filing  in  compliance  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission's  Order 
of  October  7, 1978,  a  summary  of  sales 
made  under  the  Company's  1st  Revised 
FERC  Electric  Tariff,  Volume  No.  1 


(Supersedes  Original  Volume  No.  1) 
during  April,  1981,  along  with  cost 
justification  for  the  rate  charged. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington. 
D.C.  204^  in  accordance  with  $§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  ComAiission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  29, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kennedi  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17680  Tiled  6-12-81;  8:45  ain| 

BIUJNG  CODE  64S0-SS-M 


IDocket  No.  ELB1-18-000] 

Jersey  Central  Power  &  Light  C04 
Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1961. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Jersey  Central  Power 
&  Light  (Jersey  Central)  on  May  27, 1981 
petitioned  for  a  declaratory  order 
determining  the  proper  period  for 
amortizing,  via  rates,  Jersey  Central's 
investment  in  major  transmission 
facilities  to  be  built  to  provide  an 
interconnection  under  Lake  Erie 
between  Jersey  Central  and  the  Ontario 
Hydro  Energy  Board  (OH). 

Alternatively,  Jersey  Central  asks  the 
Commission  to  issue  an  order  pursuant 
to  Section  302  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
setting  the  depreciation  rate  to  be  used 
for  its  investment  in  these  transmission 
facilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8. 
I.IOJ.  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26. 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
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with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17650  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1353-0001 

William  G.  Kuhns;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  April  6, 1981, 
William  G.  Kuhns  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions: 

Chairman  of  Board,  Jersey  Central  Power  & 
Light  Company 

Chairman  of  Board,  Metropolitan  Edison 
Company 

Chairman  of  Board,  Pennsylvania  Electric 
Company 

Director,  GPU  Nuclear  Corporation 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  30, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17659  Filed  6-12-81, 845  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-a5-M 


[Project  No.  4205-001] 

Lost  Hills  Water  District,  California; 
Notice  of  Application  for  Exemption  of 
Small  Conduit  Hydroelectric  Facility 

June  8, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  13, 1981,  the 
Lost  Hills  Water  District  (District)  filed 
an  application  under  Section  30  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  (Act)  [16  U.S.C. 
Section  823(a)],  for  exemption  of  a 
proposed  hydroelectric  project  from 
requirements  of  Part  I  of  the  Act.  The 
proposed  Lost  Hills  One  Power  Plant 
would  be  located  on  the  District’s  water 
supply  pipeline  and  canal  system  in 
Kern  County,  California. 


Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Joe  Steele, 
Engineer-Manager,  Lost  Hills  Water 
District,  2100  24th  Street,  Suite  2, 
Bakersfield,  California  93301. 

Project  Etescription — ^The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a 
powerhouse  containing  a  single 
generating  unit  with  a  rated  capacity  of 
430  kW  located  at  the  end  of  the 
District’s  existing  pipeline  carrying 
water  from  the  California  Aqueduct  into 
the  District’s  canal  distribution  system; 
and  (2)  approximately  one-half  mile  of 
transmission  line  to  connect  the 
powerhouse  to  the  existing  utility 
transmission  line  south  of  the 
powerhouse. 

Purpose  of  Project — Project  energy 
would  be  sold  to  Pacific  Gas  and 
Electric  Company. 

Agency  Comments — The  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  and  the  California 
Department  of  Fish  and  Game  are 
requested,  jiursuant  to  Section  30  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  to  submit 
appropriate  terms  and  conditions  to 
protect  any  fish  and  wildlife  resources. 
Other  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies 
that  receive  this  notice  through  direct 
mailing  from  the  Commission  are 
requested  to  provide  any  comments  they 
may  have  in  accordance  with  their 
duties  and  responsibilities.  No  other 
formal  requests  for  comments  will  be 
made.  (A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  directly  from  the  Applicant). 
Comments  should  be  confined  to 
substantive  issues  relevant  to  the 
granting  of  an  exemption.  If  an  agency 
does  not  file  comments  within  the  time 
set  below,  it  will  be  presumed  to  have 
no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions  To 
Intervene — Anyone  desiring  to  be  heard 
or  to  make  any  protests  about  this 
application  should  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  l^actice  and 
Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1979). 
Comments  not  in  the  nature  of  a  protest 
may  also  be  sumitted  by  conforming  to 
the  procedures  specified  in  Section  1.10 
for  protests.  In  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  take,  the 
Commission  will  consider  all  protests  or 
other  comments  filed,  but  a  person  who 
merely  files  a  protest  or  comments  does 
not  become  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 

To  become  a  party,  or  to  participate  in 
any  hearing,  a  person  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
filed  on  or  before  July  14, 1981.  The 
Commission’s  address  is:  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 


20426.  The  application  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  is  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17630  Filed  6-12-81;  8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  Nos.  G-1 1742-001,  et  al.] 

Mobil  Oil  Corporation,  et  al.;  Notice  of 
Applications  for  Certificates, 
Abandonment  of  Service  and  Petitions 
To  Amend  Certificates  ^ 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the 
Applicants  listed  herein  has  filed  an 
application  or  petition  pursuant  to 
Section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
authorization  to  sell  natural  gas  in 
interstate  commerce  or  to  abandon 
service  as  described  herein,  all  as  more 
fully  described  in  the  respective 
applications  and  amendments  which  are 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

It  appears  reasonable  and  consistent 
with  the  public  interest  in  this  case  to 
prescribe  a  period  shorter  than  10  days 
for  the  filing  of  protests  and  petitions  to 
intervene.  Therefore,  any  person 
desiring  to  be  heard  or  to  make  any 
protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  12, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10).  All  protests  filed  with  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  a  hearing  will  be 
held  without  further  notice  before  die 
Commission  on  all  applications  in  which 
no  petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within 
the  time  required  herein  if  the 
Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  believes  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificates  or  the  authorization  for  the 


'This  notice  does  not  provide  for  consolidation 
for  hearing. 


(Docket  No.  ER81-486-0001 
Montana  Power  Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 

(une  8, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  May  26, 1981,  the 
Montana  Power  Company  tendered  for 
filing  in  compliance  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission’s  Order  of  May  6, 
1977,  a  summary  of  sales  under  the 
Company’s  FPC  Electric  Tariff  M-1 
during  March  1981,  along  with  cost 
justification  for  the  rate  charged. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  fding  should  tile  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  vdth  Sections 
1.6  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  tile  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  tile 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  61-17646  FHed  6-l^-61:  6:45  omj 
BiUJNCI  CODE  64S0-aS-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-51 1-000] 

Montana  Power  Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  5, 1981. 

The  tiling  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  2, 1981,  the 
Montana  Power  Company  tendered  for 
filing  in  compliance  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission’s  Order  of  May  6, 
1977,  a  summary  of  sales  made  under 
the  Company’s  FPC  Electric  Tariff  M-1 
during  April,  1981,  along  with  cost 
justitication  for  the  rate  charged. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  tiling  should  tile  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  tiled  on  or  before  June  29, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  tile  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  tiling  are  on  tile 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection, 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

•  (FR  Doc.  61-17682  Filed  6-12-61: 6:45  «m| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-eS-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-319-000] 

National  Fuel  Gas  Distribution  Corp.; 
Notice  of  Application 

June  9. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  4, 1981, 
National  Fuel  Gas  Distribution 
Corporation  (Applicant),  10  Lafayette 
Square,  Buffalo,  New  York,  14203,  tiled 
in  Docket  No.  CP81-319-000  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  284.222  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  for  blanket  authorization  to 
transport  natural  gas  on  behalf  of 
interstate  pipelines  and  local 
distribution  companies  served  by 
interstate  pipelines,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Applicant  states  that  in  providing  the 
proposed  transportation  services,  it 
would  comply  with  the  conditions  in 
paragraph  (e)  of  §  284.222  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations. 

Applicant  further  states  that  it  would 
not  charge  interstate  pipelines  and  local 
distribution  companies  served  by 
interstate  pipelines  for  the  proposed 
transportation  service  but  that  it  would 
enter  into  exchange  cgreements 
whereby  those  pipelines  and 
distribution  companies  would  in 
exchange  transport  equivalent  volumes 
of  gas  on  behalf  of  Applicant,  also 
without  charge. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
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make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  30, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission's  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  Intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kennth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|KR  Dor..  81-176t.4  Filed  #-12-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-111 


(Docket  No.  RP81-6S-000] 

National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp.;  Notice 
of  Revision  to  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  21, 1981, 
National  Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(“National  Fuel”),  Ten  Lafayette  Square, 
Buffalo,  New  York  14203,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  RP81-65-000  its  Revision  to  FERC 
Gas  Tariff  through  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff, 
Original  Volume  No.  1,  Second  Revised 
Sheet  No.  18.  The  filing  seeks  to  make 
adjustment  to  National  Fuel's  minimum 
Btu  content  in  order  to  conform  with  a 
request  made  by  Tennessee  Gas 
Pipeline  Company  in  Docket  No.  RP81- 
56  on  April  30, 1981,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  revision  which  is  on  file  with 


the  Commission  and  is  open  for  public 
inspection. 

National  Fuel  states  that  it  is  required 
to  tender  this  filing  to  avoid  a  potential 
violation  of  the  heat  content  provision  of 
its  present  tariff  which  will  result  if 
Tennessee  is  permitted  to  deliver 
natural  gas  to  National  Fuel  with  a  total 
heating  value  of  less  than  985  Btu  per 
cubic  foot.  Tennessee,  which  provides 
over  50  percent  of  the  gas  National  Fuel 
receives  from  its  pipeline  suppliers, 
presently  makes  direct  deliveries  of 
imported  gas  from  Canada  at  various 
points  along  the  “Niagara  Spur”  for  the 
account  of  National  Fuel.  Therefore,  if 
Tennessee's  request  for  an  adjustment 
in  the  minimum  Btu  content  is  granted. 
National  Fuel  asserts  that  it  will  be 
necessary  for  the  Commission  to  grant 
National  Fuel  the  change. 

National  Fuel  requests  authorization 
of  Second  Revised  Sheet  No.  18,  to  be 
effective  on  June  1, 1981,  or  such  other 
date  as  Tennessee's  filing  in  Docket 
Nos.  RP81-56-000  and  RP80-97  becomes 
effective. 

National  Fuel  also  requests  a  waiver 
of  any  of  the  Commission's  Rules  and 
Regulations  as  may  be  required  to  make 
this  tariff  sheet  effective  as  proposed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  and  protest  said  reference  to  said 
filing  should  on  or  before  June  22, 1981, 
file  with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a 
petition  to  intervene  or  a  protest  in 
accordance  with  requirements  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  157.79).  All  protests 
filed  with  the  Commission  will  be 
considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17683  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  EC81-1 1-000] 

New  England  Power  Service  Co.; 

Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  New  England  Power 
Service  Company  (NEP)  on  May  8, 1981, 
tendered  for  filing  a  joint  application  for 
the  sale  of  certain  electric  facilities  by 
NEP  and  Massachusetts  Electric 
Company  (Mass  Electric)  to  the  Town  of 


Templeton,  Massachusetts.  NEP  and 
Mass  Electric  seek  Commission 
approval  of  the  .sale  pursuant  to  Section 
203  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  Part  33 
of  the  Commission's  Regulations. 

NEP  states  that  the  facilities  to  be 
sold  are  located  within  the  Town  of 
Templeton  and  include  a  transmission 
tap  line,  two  substations,  and  certain 
distribution  facilities.  The  transfer  price 
of  the  facilities  is  $690,000  and  will  be 
paid  to  NEP  and  Mass  Electric  by 
Templeton.  The  transfer  price  was 
reached  as  a  result  of  arms-length 
bargaining  between  the  parties  and 
involved  a  compromise  of  their 
respective  positions. 

r^P  and  Mass  Electric  move  to 
waiver  of  certain  technical  requirements 
of  18  C.F.R.  33.3,  concerning  the 
statement  of  contingent  liabilities  and 
the  income  statement.  NEP  requests 
waiver  of  the  pro  forma  requirement  and 
of  the  requirement  that  information  be 
provided  “as  of  the  date  of  application” 
or  “for  the  most  recent  twelve  month 
period. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determing  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

jFR  Doc.  81-17634  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-507-000] 

New  York  State  Electric  &  Gas  Corp.; 
Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  the  New  York  State 
Electric  &  Gas  Corporation  (NYSEG)  on 
June  1, 1981,  tendered  for  filing,  pursuant 
to  Section  35.12  of  the  Regulations  under 
the  Federal  Power  Act,  as  a  rate 
schedule,  a  transmission  agreement  with 
the  Connecticut  Light  and  Power 
Company.  Service  under  this  agreement 
commenced  on  January  6, 1981  and  is  to 
continue  until  terminated  by  either  party 
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upon  not  less  than  30  days  prior  written 
notice. 

The  agreement  provides  that  NYSEG 
shall  provide  electric  transmission 
service  for  delivery  of  Rochester  Gas  & 
Electric  Corporation  energy  to  Central 
Hudson  Gas  &  Electric  Corporation  at 
Central  Hudson’s  West  Woodbume 
Substation  for  ultimate  delivery  to 
Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company. 

NYSEG  has  filed  copies  of  this 
agreement  with  the  Connecticut  Light 
and  Power  Company  and  with  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  the  State 
of  New  York. 

NYSEG  requests  that  the  60-day  filing 
requirement  be  waived  and  that  January 
6, 1981  be  allowed  as  the  effective  date 
of  the  filing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  on  or  before  Jun^ 
26, 1981,  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission.  625  North 
Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C 
20^6,  in  accordance  with  Sections  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests  will 
be  considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  petition  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  81-17635  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-501-000] 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp.;  Notice 
of  Filing 

June  8. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  (Niagara),  on  May 
29, 1981,  tendered  for  filing  as  a  rate 
schedule,  an  agreement  between 
Niagara  and  Green  Mountain  Power 
Corporation  dated  December  13, 1980. 

This  agreement  provides  for  the  sale* 
of  power  and  energy  from  Niagara’s  gas 
turbines  for  a  limited  period  of  time  to 
Green  Mountain.  Niagara  requests 
waiver  of  the  Commission’s  prior  notice 
requirements  in  order  to  allow  said 
agreement  to  become  effective  as  of 
December  13, 1980. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Green  Mountain  Power  Corporation 
and  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
the  State  of  New  York. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17615  Filed  S-12-81: 8:45  am) 

«LLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ER81-499-000] 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp.;  Notice 
of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Niagara  Mohawk 
Power  Corporation  (Niagara),  on  May 
29, 1981  tendered  for  filing  as  a  rate 
schedule,  an  agreement  between 
Niagara  and  the  Power  Authority  of  the 
State  of  New  York  (PASNY)  dated 
February  18, 1981.  Niagara  requests  an 
effective  date  of  August  1, 1981. 

Niagara  presently  has  on  file  two 
agreements  with  PASNY  dated  March  1, 
1957  and  February  10, 1961.  The 
agreements  are  identified  as  Niagara’s 
Rate  Schedule  FPC  Nos.  18  and  19.  The 
agreements  provide  for  the  transmission 
of  PASNY  power  and  energy  to 
PASNY’s  municipal,  cooperative  and 
industrial  customers.  The  proposed  rate 
schedule  increases  Niagara’s  service 
obligations  by  removing  certain 
transmission  limitations  and  increases 
the  transmission  service  rate  for  such 
service.  Copies  of  the  filing  were  served 
upon  the  attached  service  list. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  wdth  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 


not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17649  FUed  6-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6«M.eS  M  • 


[Docket  No.  CP76-4e3-001] 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.;  Notice  of 
Petition  To  Amend 

June  9. 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  22, 1981. 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Petitioner),  315  East  200  South,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84111,  filed  in  Docket 
No.  CP76-463-4K)l  a  petition  to  amend 
the  order  issued  October  19, 1976,*  in  the 
instant  docket  pursuant  to  Section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  §  157.7(g)  of 
the  Regulations  thereunder  (18  CFR 
157.7(g))  so  as  to  authorize  the 
construction  of  a  single  project  costing 
in  excess  of  the  single-project  limitation 
of  $500,000,  ail  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  petition  to  amend  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Petitioner  states  that  by  order  issued 
October  19, 1976,  in  the  instant  docket  it 
was  authorized  to  construct  and  operate 
certain  field  gas  compression  facilities 
with  no  single  project  to  exceed  a  cost 
of  $500,000.  Petitioner  asserts  that  it 
constructed  the  Barrel  Springs 
Compressor  Station  in  Carbon  County, 
Wyoming,  and  initially  estimated  the 
cost  of  such  station  to  be  $353,644. 
Petitioner  explains  that  it  has  exercised 
its  option  to  purchase  rather  than  lease 
the  690  horsepower  compressor  unit  at 
Barrel  Springs  because  development  of 
the  Barrel  Springs  Field  has  established 
sufficient  deliverability  to  justify  owning 
instead  of  leasing  the  unit.  This,  it  is 
asserted,  has  increased  the  single¬ 
project  cost  to  $634,000.  Petitioner, 
therefore,  requests  an  increase  in  the 
single  project  cost  limitation  from 
$500,000  to  $634,000  for  construction  of 
the  Barrel  Springs  compressor  station. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
petition  to  amend  should  on  or  before 
June  30, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 


'  This  proceeding  was  commenced  before  the 
FPC.  By  joint  regulation  of  October  1. 1977  (10  CFR 
1000.1).  it  was  transferred  to  the  Commissioa 
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Commission's  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  and  the 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.10).  All  protests  filed  with 
the  Commission  will  be  considered  by  it 
in  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
be  taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
petition  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17670  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BiLLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-338-000] 

Northwest  Pipeline  Corp.;  Notice  of 
Application 

)une  9, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  18, 1981, 
Northwest  Pipeline  Corporation 
(Applicant),  P.O.  Box  1526,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah  84110,  Rled  in  Docket  No. 
CP81-338-000  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  construction 
and  operation  of  a  new  delivery  point 
and  the  reallocation  of  natural  gas 
service  to  Cascade  Natural  Gas 
Corporation  (Cascade),  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  which  is  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  open  to 
public  inspection. 

Applicant  proposes  herein  to 
construct  and  operate  a  new  delivery 
point  on  its  26-inch  O.D.  mainline 
located  in  Benton  County,  Washington, 
to  Cascade  in  order  to  deliver  gas  to 
Cascade  for  resale  to  the  San  Michelle 
Winery.  It  is  asserted  this  Paterson 
meter  station  would  provide  natural  gas 
for  use  in  operating  certain  distillery 
equipment,  corn  drying  equipment  and 
in  providing  space  heating. 

Applicant  states  that  the  maximum 
daily  delivery  volume  requirements 
would  be  951  Mcf  per  day  with  an 
annual  requirement  of  40,399  Mcf. 
Cascade,  it  is  asserted,  has  requested 
reallocation  of  natural  gas  service  under 
Applicant's  Rate  Schedule  ODL-1 
transferring  10,000  therms  from  the 
existing  Longview-Kelso  meter  station 
to  the  Paterson  meter  station  while 
maintaining  Cascade's  presently 
authorized  maximum  daily  delivery 
obligation.  It  is  stated  that  no  increase 
in  the  daily  contract  quantity  of  natural 
gas  would  be  necessary. 

Cascade,  it  is  asserted,  would 
reimburse  Applicant  for  the  cost  of 
constructing  the  new  meter  station.  The 


total  cost  of  constructing  the  proposed 
facilities  are  estimated  to  be  $23,000. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  30, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Gommission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Gommission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  81-17671  Piled  6-12-81. 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


[Docket  No.  ST79-74-0011 

Oasis  Pipe  Line  Co.;  Notice  of 
Extension  Report 

Jure  9, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  April  23, 1981, 
Oasis  Pipe  Line  Company  (Oasis), 
Houston  Natural  Gas  Building,  1200 
Travis,  Box  1188,  Houston,  Texas  77001, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  ST79-74-001  an 
extension  report  pursuant  to  Section 
284.126  of  the  Gommission’s  Regulations, 
reporting  the  extension  of  transportation 
of  natural  gas  for  and  on  behalf  of 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company, 


Division  of  InlerNorth,  Inc.  (Northern), 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
extension  report  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  for  public 
inspection. 

Oasis  states  that  the  identity  of  the 
parties  involved  in  the  subject 
transportation  arrangement  are  Oasis 
and  Northern,  and  that  service 
commenced  on  July  25, 1979. 

It  is  stated  that  the  estimated  total 
and  maximum  daily  quantities  of  natural 
gas  to  be  transported  are  up  to  50  billion 
Btu  per  day  or  at  such  greater  flow  rate 
up  to  150  billion  Btu  per  day  which 
Northern  shall  elect  upon  30  days’  notice 
or,  at  Northern’s  request,  in  excess  of 
150  billion  Btu  per  day  if  Oasis’ 
operating  conditions  shall  reasonably 
permit,  for  up  to  a  total  of  73  trillion  Btu 
subject  to  increase  on  the  basis  of  said 
election  or  request. 

According  to  Oasis,  the  points 
between  which  the  gas  is  to  be 
transported  are  from  a  point  located  on 
the  pipeline  facilities  of  Oasis  near  Katy, 
Waller  County,  Texas,  to  a  point  located 
at  the  interconnection  of  the  pipeline 
facilities  of  Oasis  and  Northern  near  Ft. 
Stockton,  Pecos  County,  Texas  or  at 
such  other  mutually  agreeable  point  or 
points  in  West  Texas. 

Oasis  stated  that  the  rate  to  be 
charged  for  the  subject  transportation 
service  is  12.39  cents  per  million  Btu. 

It  is  stated  that  the  proposed 
extention  of  service  would  be  for  a 
period  of  two  years  commencing  July  25, 
1981,  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  an  existing  agreement  between  Oasis 
and  Northern. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
extension  report  should  on  or  before, 
June  30, 1981,  file  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to 
intervene  or  a  protest  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  or  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  is  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17669  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 
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[Docket  No.  ER81-494-000] 

Public  Service  Company  of  New 
Mexico;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Public  Service 
Company  of  New  Mexico  {PNMJ  on  May 
27, 1981,  tendered  for  filing  in 
accordance  with  Section  35  of  the 
Commission's  regulations,  Amendment 
Number  One  to  an  Agreement  for 
Wheeling  Service  with  Navajo  Tribal 
Utility  Authority  (NTUA).  PNM  states 
that  Amendment  Number  One  provides 
for  the  availability  of  additional 
wheeling  service  between  PNM  and 
NTUA. 

PNM  indicates  that  the  proposed 
Amendment  will  not  increase  revenues 
from  jurisdictional  sales  based  on 
energy  delivered  from  May  1, 1980 
through  April  30, 1981.  PNM  further 
indicates  that  the  rate  for  wheeling 
service  under  this  Amendment  is 
essentially  a  restatement  of  the 
previously  accepted  rate  for  service. 

An  effective  date  of  May  1, 1981  is 
proposed  and  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  requirements  is  therefore 
requested. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  w'ith  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
.  should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  61-17640  Piled  6-12-81^  8:45  aiii| 

BILLING  CODE  6450-8S-M 


(Docket  No.  TA81-2-6-000] 

Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 
of  Revised  Tariff  Sheets 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  1, 1981,  Sea 
Robin  Pipeline  Company  (Sea  Robin) 
tendered  for  filing  Twenty-Sixth  Revised 
Sheet  No.  4  to  its  FERC  Gas  Tariff. 
Original  Volume  No.  1.  This  tariff  sheet 
and  supporting  information  is  being  filed 


30  days  prior  to  the  proposed  effective 
date  of  July  1, 1981  pursuant  to  the 
Purchased  Gas  Cost  Adjustment 
provisions  set  out  in  Sections  1  and  3  of 
Sea  Robin’s  tariff.  In  addition.  Sea  Robin 
submits  Seventh  Revised  Sheet  No.  4-A 
to  become  effective  July  1, 1981,  in 
compliance  with  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (Commission) 
orders  issued  May  11, 1978,  and  July  12, 
1976,  at  Docket  No.  RP77-6. 

Sea  Robin  states  that  these  revised 
tariff  sheets  and  supporting  data  are 
being  mailed  to  Sea  Robin’s 
jurisdictional  customers  and  interested 
state  commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Conunission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  81-17684  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  MSO-tS-M 


[Docket  No.  RP81-69-000] 

South  Georgia  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Notice 
of  Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas 
Tariff 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  South  Georgia 
Natural  Gas  Company  (South  Georgia), 
on  May  29. 1981,  tendered  for  filing 
proposed  changes  in  its  FERC  Gas 
Tariff,  First  revised  Volume  No.  1.  The 
proposed  changes  are  based  on  the 
twelve  month  period  ending  March  31, 
1981,  as  adjusted,  and  would  increase 
jurisdictional  revenues  by  $751,354. 

South  Georgia  states  that  the  principal 
reasons  for  the  proposed  rate  increase 
are  to  reflect  (1)  an  increase  in  the 
overall  rate  of  return  to  13.82%;  (2) 
increased  operation  and  maintenance 
expenses;  and  (3)  increases  in 
depreciation  expense  and  other  taxes. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  served 
upon  South  Georgia’s  jurisdictional 
customers  and  interested  state  public 
service  Commissions. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Conunission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8,  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22, 

1981.  Petitions  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17686  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  aa)| 

Blli.lNG  CODE  6450-86-81 


[Docket  No.  ER81-508-000] 

Southern  California  Edison  Co.;  Notice 
of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  June  1, 1981, 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
(Edison)  tendered  for  filing  an 
agreement  entitled  “Edison-Riverside 
Interruptible  Transmission  Service 
Agreement"  which  has  been  executed 
by  Edison  and  the  City  of  Riverside 
(Riverside). 

Edison  states  that  under  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  agreement,  Edison  will 
make  available  to  Riverside 
interruptible  transmission  service  from 
several  points  of  receipt  to  the  point  of 
delivery  at  Riverside. 

Edison  further  states  that  the 
Agreement  is  proposed  to  become 
effective  when  executed  by  the  Parties 
and  accepted  for  filing  by  the 
Commission,  and  will  continue  in  effect 
until  terminated  by  either  party  giving  30 
days  advance  writtten  notice  of  such 
termination  to  the  other  party. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the 
State  of  California,  and  the  City  of 
Riverside. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Conunission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 
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1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  81-17663  Filed  6-12-81;  8t45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  TA81-2-7-000] 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Notice  of 
Proposed  Changes  in  FERC  Gas  Tariff 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Company  (Southern),  on  June  1. 

1981,  tendered  for  filing  proposed 
changes  in  its  FPC  Gas  Tariff,  Sixth 
Revised  Volume  No.  1,  to  become 
effective  July  1, 1981.  Such  filing  is 
pursuant  to  Section  17  (Purchased  Gas 
Adjustment)  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  Southern’s  FERC  Gas 
Tariff,  Sixth  Revised  Volume  No.  1.  The 
proposed  changes  would  increase 
Southern’s  rates  as  a  result  of  the 
following  items. 

(1)  A  Current  Adjustment  pursuant  to 
Section  17.3  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  Southern’s  Tariff, 
reflecting  an  annual  increase  in  cost  of 
purchased  gas  to  jurisdictional 
customers  of  $130.5  million  or 
approximately  24.270C  per  Mcf. 

(2)  A  Surcharge  Adjustment,  pursuant 
to  Section  17.4  of  the  General  Terms  and 
Conditions  of  Southern’s  Tariff,  for 
Unrecovered  Purchased  Gas  Costs  of 
(.831)(f  per  Mcf  which  is  reduction  of 
20.933$  from  the  present  negative 
Surcharge  Adjustment  and  is,  therefore, 
an  increase  of  20  933$  in  rates.  This 
Surcharge  Adjustment  will  amortize  the 
($2,261,461)  balance  in  the  Deferred 
Account  over  the  estimated  sales  for  the 
six-month  period  commencing  July  1, 
1981. 

(3)  A  Surcharge  Adjustment  for 
estimated  Demand  Charge  Credits 
pursuant  to  Section  9.6(3)  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  Southern’s 
Tariff  of  (.427)$  per  Mcf  which  is  a 
decrease  of  .870$  below  the  present 
Surcharge  Adjustment. 

(4)  A  Use  Tax  Adjustment  Rate  for  the 
recovery  of  Louisiana  First  Use  Tax 
pursuant  to  Section  21  of  the  General 
Terms  and  Conditions  of  Southern’s  FPC 
Gas  Tariff  of  1.245$  per  Mcf  which  is  a 
decrease  of  .668$  below  the  present  Use 
Tax  Adjustment  Rate  and  is  reflected  in 
Schedule  No.  10. 


Copies  of  the  filing  are  being  served 
upon  the  company’s  jurisdictional 
customers  and  interested  state 
commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (10  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

P’S  Doc.  81-17685  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  emj 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  CP81-346-000] 

Stingray  PipePine  Co.;  Notice  of 
Application 

June  9, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  21, 1981, 
Stingray  Pipeline  Company  (Applicant), 
P.O.  Box  1642,  Houston,  Texas  77001, 
filed  in  Docket  No,  CP81-346-000  an 
application  pursuant  to  Section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  an  additional  point  of 
receipt  from  United  Gas  Pipe  Line 
Company  (United)  and  the 
transportation  of  natural  gas  from  West 
Cameron  Blocks  537,  551,  552,  and  560, 
offshore  Louisiana,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  application  which  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Pursuant  to  an  amendment  to  its 
existing  transportation  agreement  with 
United  dated  February  20, 1981, 
Applicant  proposes  herein  to  provide 
United  with  an  additional  point  of 
delivery  into  Applicant’s  system.  It  is 
asserted  the  additional  delivery  point  is 
at  an  existing  side  tap  on  Applicant’s 
system  in  West  Cameron  Block  537. 

Such  point,  it  is  stated,  would  be  used  to 
transport  gas  from  W’est  Cameron 
Blocks  537,  551,  552  and  560  which 
blocks  would  be  included  in  the 
transportation  agreement. 

Applicant  states  that  United  would 
transport  its  gas  from  West  Cameron 
Blocks  552  and  560  to  Applicant’s 
interconnection  through  pipeline 


facilities  to  be  constructed.  It  is  further 
stated  that  United  would  arrange  to 
have  its  gas  produced  in  West  Cameron 
Blocks  537  and  551  transported  by 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Company  of 
America  (Natural)  to  Applicant’s 
interconnection  in  West  Cameron  Block 
537. 

It  is  further  submitted  that  Applicant 
would  transport  the  gas  pursuant  to  its 
Rate  Schedule  T-2  from  the  proposed 
interconnection  to  the  northern  terminus 
of  Applicant’s  system  near  Holly  Beach, 
Louisiana.  Applicant  states  that  it  would 
then  deliver  the  gas  to  Natural  for  the 
account  of  United  for  further 
transportation  and  delivery  by  Natural 
pursuant  to  existing  agreements 
between  United  and  Natural. 

Applicant  contends  that  the  proposed 
additional  delivery  point  would  enable 
United  to  fully  utilize  its  existing 
transportation  capacity  in  Applicant’s 
system  and  that  the  subject  proposal 
does  not  change  United’s  200,000  Mcf 
capacity  in  Applicant’s  system. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  30, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 
1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant' to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 
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Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17666  Filed  6-1Z-81;  8:45  ami 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  TA81-2-17-0011 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp.; 
Notice  of  Proposed  Changes  in  FERC 
Gas  Tariff 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Texas  Eastern 
Transmission  Corporation  (Texas 
Eastern)  on  May  22, 1981,  tendered  for 
filing  proposed  changes  in  its  FERC  Gas 
Tariff,  Fourth  Revised  Volume  No.  1,  the 
following  sheet: 

Substitute  Fifty-eighth  Revised  Sheet 
No,  14 

This  tariff  sheet  is  Hied  in  substitution 
for  the  tariff  sheet  accepted  by  the 
Commission  to  be  effective  April  1, 1981 
by  order  dated  March  19, 1981  in  Docket 
No.  TA81-2-17-000  (AP81-3).  The  sole 
purpose  of  the  substitute  tariff  sheet  is 
to  reflect  a  revision  to  Texas  Eastern’s 
SS-II  rate  pursuant  to  Section  4.G., 
Consolidated  GSS  Adjustments,  of  the 
SS-II  Rate  Schedule. 

By  letter  dated  May  6, 1981 
Consolidated  Gas  Supply  Corporation 
(Consolidated)  filed  rate  reductions  in 
their  Docket  Nos.  RP79-22  and  RP80-61 
including  a  prospective  reduction  in  the 
Rate  Schedule  GSS  rates  effective  April 
1, 1981.  Pursuant  to  Section  4.G.  of 
Texas  Eastern’s  Rate  Schedule  SS-II, 
the  SS-II  rates  are  automatically 
adjusted  to  flow  through  any  changes  in 
Consolidated’s  GSS  rates.  The  above 
substitute  tariff  sheet  reflects  the 
appropriate  reduction  in  SS-Ii  rates. 

■The  proposed  effective  date  of  the 
above  tariff  sheet  is  April  1, 1981.  Texas 
Eastern  has  requested  waiver  of  any 
regulations  necessary  to  allow  the  rate 
reduction  to  become  effective  on  April  1, 
1981. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  company's  jurisdictional  customers 
and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a.petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  Ail  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22, 
1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 


appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  wilt 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  persorrwishing  to 
become  a  party  must  Rle  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17660  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-B5-M 


(Docket  No.  ER81-505-000] 

Union  Electric  Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  5, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  Jime  1, 1981, 

Union  Electric  Company  (Union) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Fourth  Amendment 
and  Third  Revised  Service  Schedules  C 
and  D  to  Interchange  Agreement  dated 
July  2, 1976  between  Union  and 
Kentucky  Utilities  Company. 

Union  indicates  that  said  agreements 
provide  for  revisions  in  certain  rates 
under  said  Interchange  Agreement. 
Union  proposes  an  effective  date  of 
August  1, 1981. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protests  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  29, 

1981.  Protest  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17661  Filed  6-12-61.  ft45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-SS-M 


[Docket  No.  TA-81-2-1 1-000] 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.;  Notice  of 
Filing  of  Revised  Tariff  Sheets 

June  5, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  1, 1981, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company  (United) 
tendered  for  filing  Fifty-Third  Revised 
Sheet  No.  4  and  Third  Revised  Sheet 
Nos.  4-A  and  4-B,  to  its  FERC  Gas 
Tariff,  First  Revised  Volume  No.  1. 
These  tariff  sheets  and  supporting 


information  are  being  filed  pursuant  to 
the  Purchased  Gas  Adjustment 
Provisions  set  out  in  Sections  19,  22  and 
23  of  United’s  tariff. 

United  states  that  the  current 
adjustment  reflects  rates  payable  to 
United's  suppliers  for  the  six  (6)  months 
commencing  July  1, 1981. 

Third  Revised  Sheet  Nos.  4-A  and  4-B 
are  being  filed  to  reflect  the  estimated 
incremental  pricing  surcharges  as 
required  by  Commission  Order  No.  49. 
issued  September  28, 1979. 

Copies  of  the  proposed  tariff  sheets 
will  be  mailed  to  United's  customers 
and  interested  state  commissions. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  §§  1.8 
and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8. 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  22. 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspectiorL 
Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17662  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6460-85-111 


[Docket  No.  CP81-341-000] 

United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co;  Notice  of 
Application 

June  9, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  19. 1981, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Company 
(Applicant).  P.O.  Box  1478,  Houston, 
Texas  77001,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP81- 
341-000  an  application  pursuant  to 
Section  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
§  157.7(c)  of  the  Regulations  thereunder 
(18  CFR  157.7(c))  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity 
authorizing  the  construction  during  a 
given  12-month  period  and  operation  of 
facilities  to  make  miscellaneous 
rearrangements  on  its  system,  all  as 
more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  stated  purpose  of  this  budget-type 
application  is  to  augment  Applicant’s 
ability  to  act  with  reasonable  dispatch 
in  making  miscellaneous 
rearrangements  which  would  not  result 
in  any  material  change  in  the 
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transportation  and  sales  service 
presently  rendered  by  Applicant. 

Applicant  states  that  the  total  cost  of 
the  proposed  facilities  would  not  exceed 
$300,000  and  would  be  financed  by 
funds  on  hand. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  June  30, 
1981,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington,  - 
D.C.  20426,  a  petition  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or 

1.10)  and  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.10).  All 
protests  filed  with  the  Commission  will 
be  considered  by  it  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  the  protestants 
parties  to  the  proceeding.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  a 
proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a  party  in 
any  hearing  therein  must  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  by 
Sections  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held 
without  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  petition  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  required  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of  the 
matter  finds  that  a  grant  of  the 
certificate  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR  doc.  81-17665  Filed  6-lZ-ei:  8;45  ain| 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


I  Docket  No.  ER79-121] 

Utah  Power  &  Light  Co.;  Notice  of 
Compliance  Filing 

June  8. 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  Utah  Power  &  Light 
Company  (Utah  Power),  on  May  22, 

1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  cost  of  service 
study  in  compliance  with  the 


Commission’s  Opinion  No.  113,  issued 
February  23, 1981.  Utah  Power  asserts 
that  it  has  carefully  followed  the 
Commission’s  order  in  preparing  for  the 
study.  The  resulting  rate  schedules  will 
be  put  into  effect,  and  appropriate 
refunds  made  (including  interest),  within 
thirty  days  from  the  date  such  rate 
schedules  are  accepted  for  filing. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  this  filing  should  file  comments 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
NE.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426,  on  or 
before  June  22, 1981.  Comments  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken.  Copies  of  this  submittal  are  on 
file  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17651  Filed  6-12-81;  645  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Docket  No.  ID-1530-00G1 

Milton  L.  VanSchoik;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  May  29, 1981, 
Milton  L.  VanSchoik  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions: 

Vice  President,  Cincinnati  Gas  & 

Electric  Company 
Vice  President,  Union  Light,  Heat  & 
Power  Company 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street  N.E.,  Washington 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission's  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  30, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17652  Filed  6-12-81, 8;45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


[Docket  No.  ID-1616-001] 

William  A.  Verrochi;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  8, 1981. 

The  filing  individual  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  on  April  6, 1981, 
William  A.  Verrochi  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  Section  305(b)  of  the  Federal 
Power  Act  to  hold  the  following 
positions: 

President  and  Director,  Metropolitan 
Edison  Company 

President  and  Director,  Pennsylvania 
Electric  Company 
Director,  GPU  Nuclear  Corporation 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 

1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  30, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FK  Doc.  81-17654  Filed  6-12-81;  8;45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6450-85-M 


(Project  No.  4539-000] 

Yakima-Tieton  Irrigation  District; 
Notice  of  Application  for  Preliminary 
Permit 

June  8, 1981. 

Take  notice  that  Yakima-Tieton 
Irrigation  District  (Applicant)  filed  on 
April  14, 1981,  an  application  for 
preliminary  permit  [pursuant  to  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)- 
825(r)]  for  Project  No.  4539  to  be  known 
as  the  Clear  Lake  Hydroelectric  Project 
located  at  the  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Water  and  Power  Resources 
Service’s  (WPRS)  Clear  Lake  Dam  on 
the  North  Fork-Tieton  River  in  Yakima 
County,  Washington.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  and  is 
available  for  public  inspection. 
Correspondence  with  the  Applicant 
should  be  directed  to:  Mr.  Warren  E. 
Dickman,  Yakima-Tieton  Irrigation 
District,  Rt.  6,  Box  193,  Yakima, 
Washington  98908. 
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Project  Description — ^The  proposed 
project  would  utilize  waters  released 
from  the  WPRS’s  Clear  Lake  and  would 
consist  of  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
single  generating  unit  with  a  rated 
capacity  of  1,700  kW  and  appurtenant 
facilities. 

The  Applicant  ertimates  that  the 
average  annual  energy  output  would  be 
6.5  million  kWh. 

Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  Under 
Permit — Pi.  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction. 
Applicant  has  requested  a  36-month 
permit  to  prepare  a  project  report 
including  preliminary  designs,  results  of 
environmental,  and  economic  feasibility 
studies.  The  cost  of  the  above  activities, 
along  with  preparation  of  an 
environmental  impact  report,  obtaining 
agreements  with  the  WPRS  and  other 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies, 
preparing  a  license  application, 
conducting  Hnal  Held  siuveys,  and 
preparing  designs  is  estimated  by  the 
Applicant  to  be  $85,000. 

Competing  Applications— TYus 
application  was  Hied  as  a  competing 
application  to  the  Cook  Electric 
Company's  Project  No.  3758  filed  on 
November  19, 1980,  under  18  CFR  4.33 
(1980).  Public  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
initial  application  has  already  been 
given  and  the  due  date  for  filing 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  has  passed.  Therefore,  no  further 
competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  to  file  competing  applications  will 
be  accepted  for  filing. 

Agency  Comments — ^Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  are  invited  to  submit 
comments  on  the  described  application. 
(A  copy  of  the  application  may  be 
obtained  by  agencies  only  directly  from 
the  Applicant.^  If  an  agency  docs  not  file 
comments  within  the  time  set  below,  it 
will  be  presumed  to  have  no  comments. 

Comments,  Protests,  or  Petitions 
Intervene — ^Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure,  18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10  (1980). 
In  determining  the  appropriate  action  to 
take,  the  Commission  will  consider  all 
protests  or  other  comments  bled,  but 
only  those  who  file  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission’s  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protest,  or  petition  to  intervene  must  be 
received  on  or  before  July  1, 1981. 

Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents — ^Any  comments,  protests,  or 
petitions  to  intervene  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title  “COMMENTS", 
“PROTEST',  or  “PETITION  TO 
INTERVENE”,  as  applicable.  Any  of 
these  filings  must  also  state  that  it  is 


made  in  response  to  this  notice  of 
application  for  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  4539.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  petitions  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  by  providing  the  original  and 
those  copies  required  by  the 
Commission’s  regulations  to:  Kenneth  F. 
Plumb,  Secuetary,  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20426.  An  additional  copy  must  be  sent 
to:  Fred  E.  Springer,  Chief,  Applications 
Branch,  Division  of  Hydropower 
Licensing,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street 
NE.,  Room  208  RB  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20426.  A  copy  of  any  petition  to 
intervene  must  also  be  served  upon  each 
representative  of  the  Applicant  specified 
in  the  first  paragraph  of  this  notice. 
Kennth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  61-176^  Filed  6-12-Bl;  6:45  amj 
BILUNG  CODE  64S0-8S-M 


IDocket  No.  ER81-496-000] 

York  Haven  Power  Co.;  Notice  of  Filing 

June  6, 1981. 

The  filing  Company  submits  the 
following: 

Take  notice  that  York  Haven  Power 
Company,  (York  Haven)  on  May  28, 

1981,  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
change  in  its  rate  schedule  for  the  sale 
of  power  to  its  parent.  Metropolitan 
Edison  Company,  fi-om  FPC  licensed 
Project  No.  1888.  The  change  in  rates  is 
proposed  to  be  effective  for  deliveries  of 
power  and  energy  on  or  after  August  1. 
1981.  The  proposed  changes  would 
increase  revenues  from  jurisdictional 
sales  and  service  b^  $68,204  based  on 
the  12-month  period  ending  July  31, 1981. 

York  Haven  states  that  under  the 
affected  rate  schedule,  all  of  the  power 
and  energy  fi^m  Project  No.  1888  is  sold 
to  Metropolitan  Edison  on  a  rate  based 
upon  York  Haven's  costs  and  expenses 
in  generating  and  transmitting  such 
power  and  energy.  Under  its  agreement 
with  Metropolitan  Edison,  York  Haven 
is  entitled  to  the  same  return  on  net 
investment  as  was  most  recently 
allowed  Metropolitan  by  the 
Pennsylvania  ^blic  Utility  Commission. 
That  Commission  on  April  9, 1981 
allowed  a  rate  of  return  to  Metropolitan 
Edison  of  11.17  percent.  This  filing  is 
submitted  to  reflect  that  rate  of  return. 
York  Haven  indicates  that  its  current 
rate  of  return  is  9.47  percent  under  its 
rate  schedule.  Copies  of  the  filing  have 
been  mailed  to  Metropolitan  Edison  and 
the  Pennsylvania  Public  Utility 
Commission. 


Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  petition 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  N.E.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20426,  in  accordance  with  Sections 
1.8  and  1.10  of  the  Commission  s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  1.8, 
1.10).  All  such  petitions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  June  26, 

1981.  Protests  will  be  considered  by  the 
Commission  in  determining  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken,  but  will 
not  serve  to  make  protestants  parties  to 
the  proceeding.  .Any  person  wishing  to 
become  a  party  must  file  a  petition  to 
intervene.  Copies  of  this  filing  are  on  file 
with  the  Commission  and  are  available 
for  public  inspection. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17639  FRed  6-12-61;  8:45  ami 
BILLING  CODE  6456-65-11 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

Issuance  of  Decisions  and  Orders, 
Week  of  April  27  Through  May  1, 1961 

During  the  week  of  April  27  through 
May  1, 1981,  the  decisions  and  orders 
summarized  below  were  issued  with 
respect  to  appeals  and  applications  for 
exception  or  other  relief  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals  of  the 
Department  of  Energy.  The  following 
summary  also  contains  a  list  of 
submissions  that  w'ere  dismissed  by  the 
Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

Appeals 

Audubon  Society  of  the  Everglades,  5/1/81. 

BFA-0654 

Audubon  Society  of  the  Everglades  filed  an 
Appeal  from  the  partial  denial  of  a  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  (FOIA)  request  issued  to  it 
by  the  Director  of  Contract  Execution 
Division  B  of  the  DOE  Office  of  Procurement 
Operations.  In  that  partial  denial,  the 
Director  withheld  several  documents  from 
Audubon  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552(b)(4) 
(Exemption  4).  In  granting  the  Appeal,  the 
OHA  instructed  the  Director  to  either  release 
the  documents  withheld  in  his  partial  denial 
or  issue  a  new  denial  letter  which  (i) 
adequately  describes  the  subject  matter  of 
the  vrithheld  material  and  (ii)  adequately 
justifies  the  application  of  Exemption  4  to 
any  withheld  materials. 

Ginsburg,  Feldman.  Weil  S'  Bress.  4/30/81. 

BFA-0647 

Ginsburg.  Feldman.  Weil  &  Bress  filed  an 
Apiieal  from  a  partial  denial  by  the  Deputy 
General  Counsel  for  Regulation  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  of  a  Request  for 
Information  that  the  firm  had  submitted 
under  the  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
(FOIA).  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE 
found  that  portions  of  certain  documents  that 
were  initially  writhheld  under  Exemptions  4 
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and  5  of  the  FOIA  should  be  released  to  the 
firm.  Important  issues  that  were  addressed  in 
the  Decision  and  Order  were  (i)  the  adequacy 
of  the  Deputy  General  Counsel’s  justification 
for  withholding  the  documents,  (ii)  the 
applicability  of  Exemption  5  to  the  withheld 
documents,  and  (iii)  whether  non- 
withholdable  material  had  been  segregated 
out  of  the  withheld  documents. 

Good  Hope  Refineries,  4/29/81,  BEA-0533, 
BEE-1593,  BEL-0073 

Good  Hope  Refineries  filed  an  Appeal  of  a 
denial  by  the  ERA  of  a  request  for  an 
emergency  allocation  of  crude  oil  under  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  211.65  (the  Buy/Sell 
Program).  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  ERA  correctly  determined  that 
the  crude  oil  which  Good  Hope  processed  for 
the  accounts  of  other  refiners  should  not  be 
treated  as  its  own  crude  oil  in  determining 
the  firm  eligibility  for  an  emergency 
allocation.  Accordingly,  Good  Hope’s  Appeal 
was  denied.  In  addition,  the  DOE  dismissed 
as  moot  Applications  for  Temporary 
Exception  and  Exception  in  which  the  firm 
requested  an  emergency  allocation  for  crude 
oil. 

Miller  &  Chevalier,  4/29/81,  BFA-0648 

Miller  &  Chevalier  (M&C)  filed  an  Appeal 
from  a  partial  denial  by  the  Disclosure 
Officer  of  the  Office  of  Special  Counsel  of  a 
request  for  information  which  the  firm  had 
submitted  under  the  Freedom  of  Information 
Act  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  audit  materials  withheld  by 
the  Disclosure  Officer  fell  within  Exemption 
5.  The  DOE  further  found  that  their  disclosure 
would  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest 
Accordingly,  M&Cs  Appeal  was  denied. 

Pacific  Resources,  Inc.,  5/1/81,  DEA-0328 

On  February  26, 1979,  Pacific  Resources, 
Inc.,  filed  an  Appeal  from  the  Entitlement 
Notice  for  November  1978.  In  its  Appeal,  the 
firm  challenged  the  validity  of  the  twenty- 
one-cent-per-barrel  advantage  for  domestic 
crude  oil  that  was  established  by  the 
Entitlements  Program  regulations  until 
August  1, 1979.  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the 
Department  of  Energy  found  that  the 
regulations  establishing  twenty-one-cent-per- 
barrel  advantage  w  ere  valid.  The  Appeal  was 
therefore  denied. 

Stephen  M.  Shaw,  4/28/81,  BFA-0652,  BFA- 
0653 

Stephen  M.  Shaw  filed  two  Appeals  from 
determinations  of  the  Director  of  Freedom  of 
Information  and  Privacy  Acts  Activities.  In 
those  determinations,  Shaw  was  informed 
that  search  and  reproduction  fees  would  not 
be  waived  in  connection  with  two  requests 
for  documents  he  filed  under  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act.  In  considering  the  Appeals, 
the  DOE  found  that  the  Director  had  correctly 
found  that  it  would  not  be  in  the  public 
interest  to  waive  search  and  reproduction 
fees  in  connection  with  the  requests. 

James  L.  Sweeney,  5/1/81,  BFA-0598 

James  L.  Sweeney  filed  an  Appeal  from  a 
denial  by  the  Inspector  General  of  a  Request 
for  Correction  or  Amendment  of  Records 
which  Mr.  Sweeney  had  submitted  under  the 
Privacy  Act.  In  considering  the  Appeal,  the 
DOE  found  that  an  amendment  of  factual 


findings  in  a  Report  of  Investigation  should 
be  made.  The  DOE  remanded  the  matter  to 
the  Inspector  General  for  further 
consideration  of  the  conclusions  which  could 
be  affected  by  this  amendment  to  the  factual 
record  and  for  consideration  of  the 
consequences  of  a  factual  pattern  vvhich  the 
Inspector  General  had  not  previously 
addressed.  The  DOE  denied  requests  for 
amendments  going  solely  to  the  matters  of 
judgment  embodied  in  the  Inspector 
General’s  ultimate  conclusions  because  Mr. 
Sweeney  had  failed  to  support  these  requests 
by  a  preponderance  of  the  evidence. 

Remedial  Orders 

Crescent  Refining  S'  Oil  Co.,  Petroleum  Fuel 
Co.,  4/27/81,  BRO-V155 
Crescent  Refining  &  Oil  Company  and 
Petroleum  Fuel  Company  (referred  to 
collectively  as  “Crescent”)  filed  a  Statement 
of  Objections  to  a  Proposed  Remedial  Order 
(PRO)  which  the  DOE  Western  Enforcement 
District  issued  to  the  firm  on  September  28, 
1979.  In  the  PRO,  the  Office  of  Enforcement 
determined  that  Crescent  had  failed  to 
determine  maximum  lawful  selling  prices  for 
each  of  its  May  15, 1973  classes  of  purchaser 
for  diesel  fuel  and  fuel  oil,  and  had  thereby 
overcharged  its  customers  by  $514,454.03.  In 
considering  Crescent’s  objections,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  agency  auditors  had  no 
responsibility  to  consider  the 
“reasonableness”  of  the  firm’s  suggested 
classes  of  purchaser,  since  there  was  no 
indication  that  the  firm  had  relied  on  those 
classes  in  a  good  faith  effort  to  comply  with 
the  price  regulations.  The  DOE  further  found 
that  the  Office  of  Enforcement  had 
established  a  prima  facie  case  which 
supported  the  validity  of  its  class  of 
purchaser  designations,  while  Crescent  had 
not  effectively  contested  this  showing  or 
indicated  how  the  adoption  of  its 
recommended  class  of  purchaser  structure 
would  serve  to  reduce  or  eliminate  the 
overcharges  found  in  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order.  The  DOE  also  determined  that  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  had  acted  correctly  in 
requiring  Crescent  to  place  its  non-historical 
customers  into  existing  classes  of  purchaser, 
and  had  properly  calculated  the  weighted 
average  cost  of  product  in  inventory  in  a 
specific  instance  challenged  by  Crescent. 

With  respect  to  the  firm’s  substantive 
challenges  to  the  agency  regulatory  program, 
the  DOE  found  that  (i)  the  reseller  price 
regulations  are  not  so  vague  or  technically 
complex  as  to  justify  the  firm’s  failure  to 
make  a  timely  effort  to  comply  with  them; 
and  (ii)  the  firm  had  not  shown  that  the 
Office  of  Enforcement  application  of  these 
provisions  in  the  PRO  was  arbitrary  or 
unreasonable.  The  DOE  also  found  that 
Crescent’s  challenges  to  the  procedural 
validity  of  certain  agency  regulations,  rulings 
and  policy  statements  were  without  merit. 

Finally,  the  DOE  determined  that  certain 
objections  set  forth  in  the  firm’s  Responses  to 
the  Notice  of  Probable  Violation  and 
incorporated  by  reference  in  Crescent’s 
Statement  of  Objections  had  been  adequately 
refuted  in  the  PRO.  On  the  motion  of  the 
Office  of  Enforcement,  the  DOE  modified  the 
remedial  provision  in  the  PRO  dealing  with 
the  computation  of  interest.  Accordingly,  the 


DOE  concluded  that  the  PRO  should  be 
issued  as  a  final  Order. 

Kirkpatrick  Oil  and  Gas  Company,  4/29/81, 
DF.Q-0211 

Kirkpatrick  Oil  Company  objected  to  a 
Proposed  Remedial  Order  whi^  the 
Southwest  Enforcement  District  of  the 
Enforcement  in  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  (ERA)  issued  to  ^e  firm  on 
April  19, 1979.  In  the  Proposed  Remedial 
Order,  the  ERA  found  that  during  the  period 
September  1, 1973  through  January  31, 1977, 
Kirkpatrick  sold  the  crude  oil  produced  from 
eight  of  its  properties  in  Oklahoma  at  prices 
that  exceed  the  maximum  lawful  ceiling 
prices.  The  ERA  therefore  directed  the  firm  to 
refund  the  improperly  obtained  revenues.  In 
its  Statement  of  Objections  the  ERA 
erroneously  determined  that  none  of  the  eight 
properties  involved  in  this  proceediivg 
qualified  as  stripper  well  properties  during 
the  relevant  periods.  The  DOE  concluded  that 
Kirkpatrick  properly  classified  four  of  the 
leases  as  stripper  well  properties,  but  that  the 
ERA  correctly  determined  that  the  other  four 
leases  should  not  have  been  classified  as 
stripper  well  properties.  The  DOE  also 
rejected  the  Office  of  Enforcement’s  request 
to  modify  retroactively  the  interest  rates 
provision,  but  concluded  that  the  interest 
rates  should  be  modified  prospectively  from 
the  date  of  the  issuance  of  the  final  Remedial 
Order.  Accordingly,  the  DOE  issued  the  final 
Remedial  Order  with  the  above-noted 
modifications. 

Requests  for  Exception 
Jerry  Aldridge,  d.b.a.  Oaktree  Mini  Mart, 
5/1/81,  BEO-0570 

Jerry  Aldridge,  d.b.a.  Oaktree  Mini  Mart 
filed  an  Application  for  Exception  from  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  Part  211,  in  which  the 
firm  sought  an  increase  in  its  base  period 
allocation  of  motor  gasoline.  In  considering 
the  request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  firm  had 
demonstrated  that  it  was  unable  to  realize 
the  intended  benefits  of  a  capital  investment 
it  had  made  prior  to  the  change  in  the  base 
period.  The  DOE  determined  that  the  firm 
therefore  qualified  for  exception  relief 
rendered  the  precedent  established  in  Leo 
Anger,  Inc.,  4  DOE  81,037  (1979).  However, 
as  a  consequence  of  the  issuance  by  the 
President  of  the  executive  order  exempting 
motor  gasoline,  crude  oil,  and  propane  from 
the  provisions  of  the  DOE  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Allocation  Regulations,  the  DOE 
determined  that  the  relief  approved  should  be 
made  effective  only  for  the  period  from 
November  21, 1979,  the  date  on  which  the 
Interim  Decision  and  Order  was  issued, 
through  January  27, 1981,  the  date  on  which 
the  executive  order  was  issued. 

Calumet  Industries,  Inc.,  5/1/81,  BEE-1187 

Calumet  Industries,  Inc.  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  211.67  (the  Entitlements  Program) 
in  which  the  firm  requested  that  it  receive  an 
increased  number  of  entitlements  in  each 
month  in  order  to  bring  Calumet’s  average 
crude  oil  acquisition  costs  into  substantial 
parity  with  the  costs  incurred  by  other 
refiners.  The  DOE  found  that  Calumet  had 
failed  to  show  that  its  difficulties  were 
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related  to  the  DOE's  Entitlements  Program. 
Accordingly,  the  Calmet  exception  request 
was  denied. 

Gilbert's  Service  Station,  5/1/81 BEO-0373 

On  February  26, 1979,  Gilbert's  Service 
Station  filed  an  Application  for  Exception  in 
which  the  firm  sou^t  an  increase  in  its  base- 
period  allocation  of  gasoline.  In  considering 
the  request,  the  Department  of  Energy 
determined  that  exception  relief  should  be 
granted  on  the  basis  of  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
Leo  Anger,  Inc.,  4  DOE  f  81,037  (1979).  Issues 
discussed  in  the  determination  include 
designation  of  a  sole  base-period  supplier 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.105(d)  and  three-party 
agreements  entered  into  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
211.9(a)(2)(i),  .12(e). 

Hobart  Corporation,  4l2Qldl,  DEE-4459 

Hobart  Corporation  Hied  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
430  in  which  the  firm  sought  an  exception 
from  specific  testing  requirements  of  the 
energy  conservation  program  for  consumer 
products.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  existing  test  failed  to  produce 
results  which  would  accurately  reflect  the 
energy  efficiency  of  a  dishwasher 
manufactured  by  Hobart.  Accordingly,  the 
DOE  determined  that  an  exception  should  be 
granted  which  would  permit  Hobart  to  test 
the  dishwasher  using  inlet  water 
temperatures  of  120  degrees  Fahrenheit 
rather  than  140  degrees  Fahrenheit  as 
required  under  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  Part 
430.  However,  in  order  to  ensure  that 
consumers  were  well  informed  about  the 
consequences  of  operating  the  appliance  at 
inlet  temperatures  of  120  degrees  Fahrenheit, 
the  DOE  conditioned  exception  relief  upon  a 
requirement  that  Hobart  include  certain 
information  in  the  advertising  of  its  product. 

Isthmus  Refining  Corporation,  5/1/81.  BEE- 
1577 

Isthmus  Refining  Corporation  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  from  the  provisions 
of  10  CFR  211.67  in  which  the  firm  sought 
additional  entitlements  beneHts  for  the  crude 
oil  which  the  firm  plans  to  purchase  to 
establish  a  starting  inventory'  for  its  new 
refinery.  In  considering  the  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  the  firm  had  not  demonstrated  that 
it  purchased  any  crude  oil  during  the 
pendency  of  the  Entitlements  Program. 
Accordingly,  exception  relief  was  denied. 

Pennzoil  Producing  Company,  4/29/81,  BXE- 
0887 

Pennzoil  Producing  Company  filed  an 
Application  for  Exception  in  which  it  sought 
an  extension  of  exception  relief  previously 
granted  to  permit  it  to  continue  selling  certain 
quantities  of  the  crude  oil  produced  hum  the 
Perry  Sand  Waterflood  Unit,  North  Segment 
at  upper  tier  ceiling  prices.  In  considering  the 
request,  the  DOE  found  that  the  property 
involved  would  generate  reasonable 
operating  prohts  at  applicable  ceiling  price 
levels  and  that,  even  in  the  absence  of 
exception  relief,  the  working  interest  owners 
would  have  an  economic  incentive  to 
continue  production.  Accordingly,  exception 
relief  was  denied. 

Pure  Oil  Co.,  BEE-1570;  National  Oil  O 
Supply,  BEE-1590;  Port  Orchard  Oil, 


BEE-1617;  Milaca  Cooperative  Oil,  4/29/ 
81,  BEE-1622 

Pure  Oil  Co.  and  there  other  firms  filed 
Applications  for  Exception  from  the  reporting 
requirements  of  Form  EIA-9A  the  No.  2 
Distillate  Price  Monitoring  Report.  The 
applicants  alleged  that  the  reporting 
requirements  imposed  a  serious  hardship  and 
gross  inequity  on  their  operations.  In 
considering  the  exception  request,  the  DOE 
found  that  each  firm  had  demonstrated  that 
the  reporting  requirements  imposed  a  grossly 
inequitable  burden.  Accordingly;  Pure  Oil  Co. 
and  National  Oil  &  Supply  were  excused 
entirely  from  the  reporting  requirements.  Port 
Orchai^  Oil  was  granted  an  exception  w'hich 
permits  it  to  simplify  its  reporting  system  and 
Milaca  Cooperative  Oil  was  granted  an 
extension  of  time  in  which  to  hie  its  reports. 

UV  Industries,  Inc.,  4/29/81,  BEE-1085 
UV  Industries,  Inc.,  hied  an  Application  for 
Exception  from  the  reporting  requirements  set 
forth  in  Form  ElA-23  (Annual  Survey  of 
Domestic  Oil  and  Gas  Reserves)  in  which  the 
firm  requests  that  it  be  exempt  from  its 
obligation  to  prepare  and  submit  Form  EIA- 
23  for  report  year  1978.  In  considering  the 
request  the  Department  of  Energy  found  that 
the  records  necessary  to  complete  the  subject 
form  had  been  transferred  to  another  hrm 
and  that  all  UV  employees  capable  of 
completing  the  form  had  taken  positions  with 
other  hrms  prior  to  UVs  liquidation  in  March 
1980.  Accordingly,  exception  relief  was 
granted.  * 

Requests  for  Modifrcation  and/or  Rescission 
Little  America  Refining  Company,  Inc.,  BER- 
0087,  BEZ-O091,  BED-0091,  BER-W91. 
BER-0089;  Mobile  Oil  Corp.,  BED-0077; 
Marathon  Oil  Co.,  BED-0088;  Cities 
Service  Co.,  5/1/81,  BED-0089 
The  DOE  consolidated  several  procedural 
motions  that  were  fried  by  parties  to  the 
exception  proceeding  involving  the  Little 
America  Refrning  Company  (Larco),  Case  No. 
BEE-1064.  In  considering  the  various  motions, 
the  DOE  determined  that  (i)  Larco’s  Motion 
for  Discovery  of  DOE  documents  should  be 
denied,  (ii)  Larco's  Motion  to  Disqualify  the 
law  frrm  of  Cinsburg.  Feldman,  Weil  and 
Bress  from  participation  in  the  exception 
proceeding  should  be  denied,  (iii)  the 
Application  for  Modifrcation  fried  by  Mobile 
and  the  Motion  for  Discovery  fried  by  Cities 
Service  Company  should  be  granted,  (iv) 
Larco’s  Motion  to  Modify  or  Rescing  a 
December  16, 1980  Discovery  determination 
should  be  denied,  (v)  Motions  for  Discovery 
and  Evidentiary  Hearing  fried  by  Mobil  Oil 
Corporation  and  Marathon  Oil  Company 
should  be  dismissed  without  prejudice. 

McAlester  Fuel  Company,  4/29/81,  DMR- 
0040 

McAlester  Fuel  Company  fried  an 
Application  for  Modifrcation  of  a  Consent 
Order  entered  into  between  the  frrm  and  the 
DOE  Offrce  of  Enforcement  and  related  to 
allegations  by  the  DOE  that  the  frrm  had  sold 
crude  oil  at  prices  which  exceeded  its 
maximum  lawful  selling  prices.  McAlester 
argued  that  the  refusal  of  Musselshell 
County,  Montana  to  refund  the  portion  of  the 
overcharge  revenues  which  it  had  received  in 
the  form  of  a  net  proceeds  tax,  a  change  in 


the  agency's  position  on  interest  payments  in 
enforcement  proceedings,  and  an  allegedly 
incorrect  calculation  of  the  overcharge 
amount  justified  modifrcation  of  the  Consent 
Order,  lie  DOE  concluded  that  McAlester 
had  not  met  the  threshold  requirement  that  it 
demonstrate  “significantly  changes 
circumstances"  which  would  justify 
reconsideration  of  the  agreement  reflected  in 
the  Consent  Order.  Accordingly,  the  DOE 
denied  McAlester’s  Application  for 
Modifrcation. 

Motion  for  Discovery 

Asamera  Oil  (U.S.)  Inc.,  4/27/81,  BED-0110 
Asamera  Oil  (U.S.)  Inc.  fried  a  Motion  for 
Discovery  in  connection  with  an  Application 
for  Exception  (Case  No.  BEE-1491)  fried  by 
the  frrm  requesting  entitlements  exception 
relief.  In  its  Motion  for  Discovery,  the  frrm 
requested  that  the  DOE  release  information 
which  the  Economic  Regulatory 
Administration  had  collected  concerning  the 
crude  oil  supplies  and  costs  of  Asamera’s  six 
principal  competitors.  The  frrm  also 
requested  that  the  DOE  release  certain  pre- 
decisional  written  records  concerning  a 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  issued  to  the 
frrm  in  the  exception  proceeding.  Asamera 
Oil  (U.S.)  Inc.,  Case  No.  BEE-1491  (January 
15, 1981)  (proposed  decision).  In  considering 
the  request  the  DOE  found  that  discovery  of 
the  c.’ude  oil  information  concerning 
Asamera's  competitors  was  necessary  to 
enable  the  frrm  to  establish  the  validity  of  its 
contention  in  the  underlying  exception 
proceeding  that  its  competitors'  access  to 
deemed  old  oil  provided  them  with 
signifrcant  competitive  advantages  over 
Asamera.  However,  the  E)OE  determined  that 
the  discovery  of  the  pre-decisional  records 
with  Asamera  requested  was  neither 
necessary  to  the  ^m's  contentions  in  its 
exception  proceeding  nor  appropriate  in  view 
of  the  protected  nature  of  these  documents. 
Accor^ngly,  the  discovery  request  was 
granted  with  respect  to  the  crude  oil  cost  and 
supply  data  and  denied  in  all  other  respects. 

Supplemental  Orders 

Exxon  Co.,  U.S  A.,  Miller  &  Chevalier,  4/28/ 
81,  BEX-0202 

On  April  1, 1981,  the  Offrce  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals  issued  a  Decision  ^nd  Order  to 
Exxon  Co..  U.S.A.  and  Miller  and  Chevalier 
granting  in  part  their  Appeals  of 
determinations  issued  to  them  pursuant  to  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act.  Exxon  Co., 
U.SA.,  Miller  &  Chevalier,  7  DOE  |  , 

BFA-0609.  d614.  This  Supplemental  Order 
w'as  issued  to  correct  the  identifying  number 
of  one  of  the  documents  ordered  released. 

Husky  Oil  Company  of  Delaware,  5/1/81, 
BEX-0203 

On  April  17, 1981,  the  Department  of 
Energy  issued  a  Supplemental  Order  to  the 
Husky  Oil  Company  of  Delaware  in  virfaich  it 
determined  that  Husky  should  be  relieved  of 
any  entitlements  purchase  obligations 
incurred  as  a  result  of  its  crude  oil  receipts 
and  runs  to  stills  during  the  period  April  1978 
through  December  1960.  Subsequently,  the 
EKDE  determined  that,  for  reasons  similar  to 
those  set  forth  in  the  April  17  Order. 
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entitlements  exception  relief  should  be 
extended  to  Husky  for  its  January  1981 
operations  as  well.  Accordingly,  Husky  was 
relieved  of  any  entitlements  obligations 
arising  from  its  crude  oil  receipts  and  runs  to 
stills  during  the  period  January  1, 1981 
through  January  27, 1981. 

M.R.S.  Service  Center,  Inc.,  4/27/81,  BEX- 
0187 

The  DOE  denied  a  request  filed  by  M.R.S. 
Service  Center,  Inc.,  that  the  firm's  Statement 
of  Objections  be  considered  on  its  merits. 

The  DOE  also  issued  in  final  form  the 
Proposed  Decision  and  Order  which  the 
Northeast  Regional  Center  issued  to  the  firm 
on  June  29, 1979. 

Mohawk  Petroleum  Corp.  Inc.,  4/27/81,  BEX- 
0056 

On  April  27, 1981,  the  DOE  issued  a 
Decision  and  Order  to  Mohawk  that 
reviewed  the  firm’s  exception  relief  from 
purchasing  entitlements  as  required  by  10 
CFR  211.67  during  its  1979  fiscal  year.  The 
Decision  and  Order  determined  that  Mohawk 
received  excessive  relief  during  its  1979  fiscal 
year. 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  of  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.  The 
requests,  if  granted,  would  result  in  an 
increase  in  the  firms’  base  period  allocation 
of  motor  gasoline.  The  DOE  issued  Decisions 
and  Orders  which  determined  that  the 
requests  be  granted. 


Company  Name,  Case  No. 

Saint  George  Oil  Corp.,  DEE-3489 

Petitions  Involving  the  Motor  Gasoline 
Allocation  Regulations 

The  following  firms  filed  Applications  for 
Exception  from  the  provisions  the  Motor 
Gasoline  Allocation  Regulations.' The  DOE 
issued  Decisions  and  Orders  which 
determined  that  the  requests  be  dismissed: 

Company  Name,  Case  No. 

Ethanol  Marketing  &  Refining,  Ltd.,  BEE-1245 
Horseblock  Exxon  Car  Wash  &  Gas  Sta., 
BEO-0452 

Tulane  Avenue  Gulf,  DEE-3517 
Dismissals 

The  following  submissions  were  dismissed 
without  prejudice: 

Name,  Case  No. 

Coastal  Corp.,  BMR-0054 
Howard’s  Exxon,  BRW-0092 
Valero  Energy  Corp.,  BES-0089,  BEL-0062, 
BMR-0056 

Copies  of  the  full  text  of  these 
decisions  and  orders  are  available  in  the 
Public  Docket  Room  of  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals,  Room  B-120, 

2000  M  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20461,  Monday  through  Friday,  between 
the  hours  of  1:00  p.m.  and  5:00  p.m., 
except  federal  holidays.  They  are  also 
available  in  Energy  Management- 
Federal  Energy  Guidelines,  a 
commercially  published  loose  leaf 


reporter  system. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  8, 1981. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17812  Filed  8-12-81:  ft45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6450-01-M _ 

Cases  Filed  With  the  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals;  Week  of  May  22 
Through  May  29, 1981 

During  the  week  of  May  22  through 
May  29, 1981,  the  appeals  and 
applications  for  exception  or  other  relief 
listed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Notice 
were  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  of  the  Department  of 
Energy, 

Under  DOE  procedural  regulations,  10 
CFR  Part  205,  any  person  who  will  be 
aggrieved  by  the  DOE  action  sought  in 
these  cases  may  file  written  comments 
on  the  application  within  ten  days  of 
service  of  notice,  as  prescribed  in  the 
procedural  regulations.  For  purposes  of 
the  regulations,  the  date  of  service  of 
notice  is  deemed  to  be  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  Notice  or  the  date  of 
receipt  by  an  aggrieved  person  of  actual 
notice,  whichever  occurs  first.  All  such 
comments  shall  be  filed  with  the  Office 
of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  Department  of 
Energy,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 

George  B.  Breznay, 

Director,  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

June  8, 1981. 


Submission  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

[Week  ot  May  22  Through  May  29,  1981] 


Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant 


Case  No. 


Type  ot  submission 


May  22.  1981 - Procter  and  Gambife.  Paper  Products.  Washington,  D.C_ .  BEA-06781 . 

May  22.  1961  .  Freytag,  Marshall.  Beneke,  LaForce  (McConachie) .  BFA-06791 . . 

May  22,  1981 .  Marathon  Oil  Co  /MoM  Oil  Corp ,  Washington,  D  C . .  BEX-02131 . 

May  26,  1981  .  Environmentalists,  Inc.,  Columbia,  SC.,_ . .  BFA-06801 . 

May  26,  1981 . .  OE/Gas  Engine  and  Compressor  Service . . . . .  BEF-00541  . 

May  26,  1981 .  Pro  Force  Guards  (A- 76)  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex . . . .  BAA-06811  . 

May  26,  1981  .  Hobart  Corporation,  Washington,  D.C . ,.. . . .  BES,  BET-01631 .,. 


_ Appeal  of  Economic  Regulatory  Administration  Order.  If  granted:  The  April  23, 

1981,  determination  issued  to  Procter  and  Gamble  Paper  Products  by  the 
Economic  Regulatory  Administration  would  be  modified.  That  determination 
denied  the  firm’s  requesf  for  automatic  inclusion  in  the  Petroleum  Substitute 
Entitlements  Program  pursuant  to  10  CFR  21 1 .67(a)(5)(i)(D). 

. .  Appeal  of  Information  Request  Denial.  If  granted:  The  April  20,  1981  Information 

Request  Denial  issued  by  the  Southwest  District  Enforcement  Office  would  be 
rescinded,  and  Freytag,  Marshall,  Beneke,  LaForce  would  receive  access  to 
information  in  connection  with  the  Department  of  Energy’s  audit  of  Teague 
Tank  Trucks. 

...» . —  Request  for  Supplemental  Order.  If  granted:  The  Proposed  Decision  and  Order 

(Case  No.  6EE-0373)  issued  to  Ashland  Ok.  Inc.  would  be  rescinded. 

. . . Appeal  of  Information  Request  Denial.  If  granted:  The  April  30,  1981  Information 

Request  Denial  issued  by  the  Savannah  River  Operations  Office  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  would  be  rescinded,  and  Environmentalists,  Inc.  would 
receive  access  to  documents  concerning  the  leakage  of  fritium. 

— - -  Implementation  of  Special  Refund  Procedures.  If  granted:  The  Office  of  Hear¬ 

ings  and  Appeals  would  implement  Special  Refund  Piocedures  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  Part  205,  Subparl  V  in  connection  with  the  August  28,  1979,  Consent 
Order  issued  to  Gas  Engine  and  Compressor  Service, 

- Appeal  of  decision  after  a  study  to  contract  for  guard  force  services,  ff  granted: 

The  decision  of  the  DOE  Albuquerque  Operations  Office  to  contract  privately 
lor  guard  force  senrice  for  the  Los  Alamos  Scientific  Laboratory  pursuant  to 
OM6  circular  A-76,  would  be  overturned. 

. . . .  Requests  for  Stay  and  Temporary  Stay.  If  granted:  Hobart  Corporation  would 

receive  a  stay  and  temporary  stay  of  the  April  28,  1981  Decision  and  Order 
(Case  No.  DEE-4459)  issued  to  Hobart  Corporation  by  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  Appeals  pending  a  final  determination  on  its  Appeal  filed  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission. 
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Submission  of  Cases  Received  by  the  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeais— Continued 

[Week  of  May  22  Throu^  May  29,  t9S1] 


Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  No. 

May  27, 1981 _  Boles,  Bifly,  Darien,  III . BFA-06e21 - 

May  28, 1981 _ _  Little  America  Refining  Company,  lnc./Mobil  Oil  Corp„  BEJ-02011 

Washingtoa  D.C. 

May  28, 1981  Nieter,  Dixon,  Whitmore,  Myers,  &  Koehlinger,  Fort  BFA-06831 . . 

Wayne,  Ind. 

May  28,  1981 _ Mid-Atlantic  Legal  Foundation,  Philadelphia,  Pa — . .  BCX-02141 . 


Type  of  submission 


May  29, 1981 San  Ann  Senrice,  Inc.,  Washington,  D.C .  BCX-02151... 

May  29, 1981  Dunawray,  McCarthy  &  Dye,  Washington,  D.C — . .  BFA-06841... 

May  29,  1981 OE/S.  H.  KiHingsworth,  Washington,  D.C..,— _ _  BRR-01411.. 


Appeal  of  Information  Request  Denial  H  granted:  The  Apti  29, 1981  Information 
Request  Denial  issued  by  the  Chicago  Opsralions  S  Regional  Office  wouu  be 
rescinded,  and  BHIy  Boles  would  receive  access  to  certain  DOE  mformatioa 

Motion  tor  Protective  Order.  H  granted:  Mobil  Oil  Corporation  would  enter  into  a 
Protective  Order  with  LKtle  America  Refining  Co.  regardtog  the  release  of 
proprietary  information  to  MobI  08  Cotp.  in  comiecaon  wNh  little  America 
Refining  Company's  Application  tor  Exception  |Case  Na  BEE'1064). 

Appeal  of  Intormation  Request  Denial.  8  panted:  The  Mag  4, 1981  Informatxjn 
Request  Denial  issued  by  the  OfHce  of  Catogusfda  S  Security,  Defense 
Pro^ams,  DOE,  would  be  rescindsd,  arid  Nieter,  Dixon,  Whitmore,  Myers,  and 
Koehlinger  arould  receive  access  to  Chapter  2  of  tie  Entiy  Control  Systems 
Handbook. 

Supplemsnlal  Order.  R  granted:  The  April  8,  1980,  Dedeion  and  Order  (Case 
No.  BFA-0253)  issued  to  Mid-Allantic  Legal  Foundation  by  the  Ofliw  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  would  be  modHiod  in  oonneeaon  wth  tie  April  29. 
1981,  Order  Issued  by  the  United  States  District  Coart  tor  The  Eastern  Disirtet 
of  Pennsylvania. 

.  Supplemental  Order.  H  granted:  The  December  S,  1979  Decision  and  Older 
(Case  Na  OEE-2330)  issued  to  San  Ann  Service,  bic.  by  tie  Oflioe  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals  would  be  modMed  in  connection  with  the  January  28, 
1981  order  issued  by  The  Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commissioa 

.  Appeal  of  Infonnation  Request  Denial.  H  granted:  The  April  20,  1961  totormafion 
Flequest  Denial  issued  by  the  Office  of  Enforcement  would  be  resondad.  and 
Dunaway,  McCarthy  ft  D^  would  receive  access  to  certain  DOE  documents. 

.  Request  for  Modification/ Resdssiott.  H  granted.  The  Apr!  9. 1981,  Oedston  and 
Order  (Case  No.  BRO-06-0001)  issued  to  the  Estate  of  &  H  tOBngcworth  by 
the  Souttiwest  Regional  Center.  Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals,  would  be 
morfified  regarding  the  interest  rate  on  overcharges  on  cnide  oR  sales. 


Notices  of  Objection  Received 

(Week  of  May  22  to  May  29,  1981] 


Date  Name  and  location  of  applicant  Case  Na 

May  26, 1981  — _ _ _  Golden  Gate  Petroleum  Company,  San  Francisco,  Cafif _ _ _ _ _ BEE-1644. 

May  29, 1981 _  Placid  Refining  Company,  Washington,  D.C . . . — — ..™.  BEE-13S2. 


|FR  Doc.  81-17611  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6450-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPTS  -512e8;  TS-FRL-1852-71 

Certain  Chemicals;  Premanufacture 
Notices 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  Section  5(a](l]  of  the  Toxic 
Substances  Control  Act  (TSCA)  requires 
any  person  who  intends  to  manufacture 
or  import  a  new  chemical  substance  to 
submit  a  premanufacture  notice  (PMN) 
to  EPA  at  least  90  days  before 
manufacture  or  import  commences. 
Statutory  requirements  for  section 
5(a}(l]  premanufacture  notices  are 
discussed  in  EPA  statements  of  interim 
policy  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  15, 1979  (44  FR  28558]  and 
November  7, 1980  (45  FR  74378).  Section 
5(d)(2)  requires  EPA  to  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  certain  information 
about  each  PMN  within  5  working  days 
after  receipt.  This  notice  announces 


receipt  of  six  PMN’s  and  provides  a 
summary  of  each. 

DATES:  Written  comments  by: 

PMN  81-222,  81-224— July  7, 1981. 

PMN  81-229,  81-230— July  10, 1981. 

PMN  81-237,  81-238— July  12, 1981. 
ADDRESS:  Written  comments,  identified 
by  the  document  control  number 
“[OPTS-51288}”  and  the  specific  PMN 
number  should  be  sent  to:  Document 
Control  Officer  (TS-793),  Office  of 
Pesticides  and  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Rm. 
E-401,  401  M  St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20460,  (202-426-2610). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

PMN  No.,  Notice  Manager,  Telephone, 
and  Room  No. 

81-222,  81-224  and  81-238,  Kathleen 
Ehrensberger,  (202)  755-1150— E-335. 
81-229,  81-230,  and  81-237,  Carrie 
Berlin.  (202)  426-8816— E-221. 

Mail  address  of  notice  managers: 
Chemical  Control  Division  (TS-974), 
Office  of  Toxic  Substances, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
following  are  summaries  of  infonnation 
provided  by  the  manufacturer  on  the 
PMN’s  received  by  EPA: 


PMN  81-222 

Close  of  Review  Period.  August  6, 

1981. 

Manufacturer's  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  infonnation. 
Organizational  description  provided: 
Annual  sales — ^Between  $100  million  and 
$499,999,999. 

Manufacturing  site — ^East-North  Central 
U.S. 

Standard  Industrial  Classification 
Code — 285,  “Paints,  Varnish, 

Lacquers,  Enamels  and  Allied 
Products.” 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Oligomer  of 
alkanedioic  acid,  dimer  fatty  acids, 
substituted  and  unsubstituted 
alkanediols,  and  benzene  dicarboxylic 
acids. 

Use.  The  manufacturer  states  that  the 
PMN  substance  will  be  used  in  an 
industrial  use  as  a  thermoset  polymer 
for  coating  metal  surfaces. 

Production  Estimates, 


Klogrante  pwyriar 
Mjnimuni  MaxMium 


1981 _  10,000  40,000 

1962 _  20,000  60,000 

1983 _  30,000  80,000 


Physical/Chemical  Properties. 
Physical  appearance — Semisolid 
polymeric  material  at  room 
temperature. 

Solubility: 

Xylene — soluble. 

Water — Insoluble. 

Vapor  pressure  (polymer) — Negligible. 
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Viscosity  (polymer)  (Gardner-Holdt) — 

Z-2. 

Color  (polymer)  (Gardner) — 4-5. 

Percent  solid-polymer  solution  in 

xylene — 85. 

Toxicity  Data.  No  data  were 
submitted. 

Exposure.  The  submitter  states  that  in 
the  manufacturing  site,  ten  workers 
involved  in  the  manufacture,  processing, 
and  disposal  of  the  new  substance  will 
have  potential  skin  exposure  ranging 
from  .25  to  10  hr/da.  4  to  26  da/yr  at  an 
average  concentration  of  1  to  10  mg/m® 
during  sampling,  filtering,  and  drumming 
operations.  In  a  user's  site,  seven 
workers  may  have  skin  and  inhalation 
exposure,  .25  to  4  hr/da,  26  to  40  da/yr 
at  average  concentration  of  1  to  10  mg/ 
m*. 

Evironmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
submitter  estimates  that  in  both  the 
manufacturer’s  and  user’s  sites,  less 
than  200  kg/yr  may  be  released  to  land: 
less  than  10  kg/yr  to  air,  4  hr/da,  40  da/ 
yr.  Water  of  esterification  will  be 
removed  to  a  licensed  treatment  facility; 
fdter  media  and  byproducts  generated 
during  the  curing  process  will  be 
removed  by  a  licensed  hauler  to  a 
secure  landbll. 

PMN  81-224 

Close  of  Review  Period.  August  6, 
1981. 

Manufacturer's  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Organizational  description  provided: 
Manufacturing  site — Middle  Atlantic 

U.S. 

Standard  Industrial  ClassiHcation 

Code — 285. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Neutralized 
polymer  of  styrene,  alkyl  acrylates,  and 
substituted  alkyl  methacrylates. 

Use.  Claimed  conhdential  business 
information.  Generic  use  information 
provided:  The  manufacturer  states  that 
the  PMN  substance  will  be  used  in  an 
open  use  that  will  release  more  than  50 
but  less  than  500  kg  per  year  with  low 
potential  for  skin,  eye,  and  inhalation 
S’xposure  to  nonchemical  industry 
employees  and  essentially  none  to 
consumers. 

Production  Estimates. 


Klogramsper  year 
Minimum  Maximum 


tstyear . . 8.000  60,000 

20  year . 8.000  80.000 

3d  year - 8.000  100,000 


Physical/Chemical  Properties. 
Percent  total  solids — 26.0%  at  105°C. 
Viscosity — 50-200  cps. 


Milliequivalents  acid — 0.261  MEQ/gm. 
Milliequivalents  base — 0.198  MEQ/gm. 
Percent  free  monomer — <0.1. 

Toxicity  Data.  No  data  were 
submitted. 

Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  at  2  sites,  84  manufacturing  workers 
could  have  skin  and  eye  exposure  to  the 
new  chemical  for  6  hr/da,  10  to  11  da/yr, 
during  sampling  for  quality  control  and 
niling  shipment  or  storage  containers.  At 
the  site  of  a  typical  user,  15  workers  will 
have  skin  and  eye  exposure  for  3  hr/da, 
250  da/yr. 

Environmental  Release /Disposal.  The 
manufacturer  states  that  at  2 
manufacturing  sites,  less  than  40  kg  per 
year  of  the  new  chemical  will  be 
released  into  the  air  and  water  and  up  to 
1,100  kg  per  year  into  the  land.  At  the 
site  of  a  typical  user,  less  than  20  kg  per 
year  will  be  released  into  the  air  and 
land  and  up  to  1,000  kg  per  year 
intermittently  into  the  water  of  a  plant- 
owned  water  treatment  works.  Vapors 
will  be  passed  through  a  scrubber; 
sludge  from  distilled  cleaning  solvent 
will  be  incinerated,  sold  as  fuel,  or 
landfilled. 

PMN  81-229 

Close  of  Review  period.  August  9, 
1981. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Claimed 
conHdential  business  information. 
Organizational  description  provided. 
Annual  sales — ^In  excess  of  $500  million. 
Manufacturing  site — ^East-North  Central 

U.S. 

Standard  Industrial  Classification 

Code— 2821. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Polymer  of 
aliphatic  polyols,  carbomonocyclic 
anhydrides,  and  aromatic  diacid. 

Use.  The  manufacturer  states  that  the 
PMN  substance  will  be  used  in  a  site- 
limited  use  as  coatings. 

Production  Estimates. 


Kilograms  per  year 
Mtrwnum  Maximum 


1st  year.... - -  200,000  250,000 

2d  year - 200,000  250,000 

3d  year - 200,000  250,000 


Physical/Chemical  Properties. 
Molecular  weight — ^1,880. 

Acid  number — 5-10. 

Hydroxyl  number — ^160-170. 
Weight/gallon — 9.8  lbs. 

Toxicity  data.  No  data  were  ^ 
submitted. 

Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  at  two  sites  workers  will  be 
exposed  to  the  new  substance. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
manufacturer  states  that  there  will  be  no 


release  of  the  chemical  into  the  air,  land, 
or  water.  Water  from  the  condenser  will 
be  collected  and  shipped  to  a  disposal 
firm  for  incineration. 

PMN  81-230 

Close  of  Review  Period.  August  9, 
1981. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity,  claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Organizational  description  provided: 
Annual  sales — In  excess  of  $500  million. 
Manufacturing  site — ^East-North  Central 
U.S. 

Standard  Industrial  Classification 
Code— 2821. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Polyester  of 
aliphatic  polyols  and  aliphatic  and 
aromatic  diacids. 

Use.  The  manufacturer  states  that  the 
PMN  substance  will  be  used  in  a  site- 
limited  use  as  coatings. 

Production  Estimates. 


Kilograms  per  year 
Minimum  Maximum 


1st  year . .  400,000  500,000 

2d  year..  _  400,000  500,000 

3d  year..  400,000  500,000 


Physical/Chemical  Properties. 
Molecular  weight  3,100. 

Acid  number — 6-10. 

Hydroxyl  number — 110-120.  Weight/ 
gallon — 9.5  lbs. 

Toxicity  Data.  No  data  were 
submitted. 

Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  there  will  be  no  worker  exposure  to 
tne  new  substance. 

Toxicity  Data.  No  data  were 
submitted. 

Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  there  will  be  no  worker  exposure  to 
the  new  substance. 

Environmental  Release /Disposal.  The 
manufacturer  states  that  there  will  be  no 
release  of  the  chemical  into  the  air,  land, 
or  water.  Water  from  the  condenser  will 
be  collected  and  shipped  to  a  disposal 
firm  for  incineration.  ^ 

PMN  81-237 

Close  of  Review  Period.  August  11, 
1981. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Organizational  description  provided; 
Annual  sales — In  excess  of  $500  million. 
Manufacturing  site — ^East-North  Central 
U.S. 

Standard  Industrial  Classification 
Code— 282. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 


Generic  name  provided:  Organohalo 
modified  silica. 

Use.  Claimed  conHdential  business 
information.  Generic  use  information 
provided:  iTie  manufacturer  states  that 
the  PMN  substance  will  be  used  in  an 
open  use  that  will  release  more  than 
5,000  but  less  than  50,000  kg  per  year 
into  the  environment  with  potential  skin, 
eye,  and  inhalation  exposure  of 
nonchemical  industrial  employees. 

Production  Estimates.  Claimed 
conHdential  business  information. 

Physical/Chemical  Properties. 
Nonvolatile — 60  percent. 

Weight/gallon — 8.0  lbs. 

Molecular  weight  (estimate] — 1,500- 

2,000. 

Acid  value — 3.6  max.  (solids);  6.0  max. 

(solution). 

Flash  Point — 105°F. 

Boiling  range — 300-360°F. 

Viscosity — W-Y  at  60  percent  NV;  C-F 
at  40  percent  NV. 

Toxicity  Data.  No  data  were 
submitted. 

Exposure.  The  manufacturer  states 
that  2,006  workers  manufacturing, 
processing,  and  using  the  new  chemical 
could  have  skin  and  inhalation  exposure 
for  8  hr/da,  11  to  36  da/yr,  during 
sampling  and  cleanup  operations 
resulting  from  accidental  spills.  Because 
the  new  substance  is  manufactured  in  a 
closed  system,  exposure  of 
manufacturing  workers  will  be  minimal. 

Environmental  Release /Disposal.  No 
data  were  submitted.  The  manufacturer 
states  that  the  majority  of  the  new 
chemical  released  will  be  a  landfill. 

PMN  81-238 

Close  of  Review  Period.  August  11. 
1981. 

Manufacturer’s  Identity.  Claimed 
conbdential  business  information. 
Organizational  description  provided: 
Annual  sales — In  excess  of  $500  million. 
Manufacturing  site — East-North  Central 
U.S. 

Standard  Industrial  ClassiHcation 
Code — 283. 

Specific  Chemical  Identity.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 
Generic  name  provided:  Polyhalo 
alkanoic  acid  chloride. 

Use.  The  manufacturer  states  that  the 
PMN  substance  will  be  used  in  a  site- 
limited,  industrial  use  as  a  captive 
intermediate. 

Production  Estimates.  Claimed 
confidential  business  information. 

Physical/Chemical  Properties. 

Boiling  pwint — SB^C. 

Flash  point —  <0.C. 

Toxcity  Data.  No  data  were 
submitted.  The  manufacturer  states  that 
the  PMN  substance  is  toxic  and  reacts 


with  body  water  to  form  hydrochloric 
acid,  precluding  health  effects  testing. 

Exposure.  The  submitter  states  that 
two  manufacturing  workers  will  have 
skin  and  inhalation  exposiu%  for  2  hr/ 
da,  10  da/yr,  during  mixing  and 
transferring  operations. 

Environmental  Release/Disposal.  The 
manufacturer  states  that  negligible 
amounts  of  the  new  substance  will  be 
released  into  the  air,  land,  and  water. 
Vapors  will  be  condenses;  liquids  will 
be  incinerated. 

Dated;  June  8, 1981. 

Edward  A.  Klein, 

Director,  Chemical  Control  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  fn-17624  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BIUJNG  CODE  6560-31-M 

[A-3-FRL  1845-7a] 

Full  Delegation  of  Authority  for  the 
Prevention  of  Significant  Oieterioration 
of  Air  Quality 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Information  notice. 

summary:  Section  301  in  conjunction 
with  Sections  101  and  110  of  the  Gean 
Air  Act  Amendments  of  1977  authorizes 
the  Administrator  to  delegate  his 
authority  to  implement  and  enforce  the 
Prevention  of  Significant  Deterioration 
of  Air  Quality  (PSD)  regulations  to  any 
State  which  has  submitted  adequate 
implementation  and  enforcement 
procedures.  The  Delaware  Department 
of  Natural  Resources  and  Environmental 
Control  submitted  to  the  EPA  Region  III 
office  a  request  that  EPA  relinquish  to 
them  its  responsibility  for  implementing 
and  enforcing  the  PSD  program.  After  a 
thorough  review  of  the  request  and 
available  information,  the  Regional 
Administrator  determined  that  such 
delegation  is  appropriate  with  the 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  letter 
reproduced  below. 

The  rule  published  elsewhere  in  this 
issue  of  the  Federal  Re^stcr  institutes 
an  address  change  for  the 
implementation  of  the  technical  and 
administrative  review  and  enforcement 
of  PSD  provisions. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  June  15, 1981. 
addresses:  Copies  of  the  delegation  of 
authority  request  and  accompanying 
support  documents  are  available  for 
inspection  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  offices: 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  III  Curtis  Building,  Ten^  Floor, 
Sixth  &  Walnut  Streets,  Phiadelphia, 
Pennsylvania  19106,  ATTN:  Robert  J. 
Blaszczak  (3AH13),  (215)  597-8186  or 
FTS  597-8186 


Air  Resources  Section,  Division  of 
Enviroiunental  Control,  Delaware 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Environmental  Control,  Edward 
Tatnall  Building,  P.O.  Box  1401,  Dover, 
Delaware  19901. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Robert  J.  Blaszczak  at  (215)  587-8186  or 
FTS  597-8186. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 

January  5, 1981,  EPA  Region  III  received 
a  letter  from  the  Delawnre  Department 
of  Natural  Resources,  which  submitted 
for  approval  revisions  to  Delaware  State 
Implementation  Plan,  including 
regulations  Iot  PSD.  and  requested  full 
delegation  of  authority  for  the 
implementation  and  enforcement  of  the 
PSD  program  until  such  time  as  the 
proposed  regulations  would  be 
promulgated.  This  notice  deals  only  with 
the  delegation  of  authority  fev  the  PSD 
program.  The  PSD  regulations  submitted 
by  Delaware  will  be  addressed  in  a 
separate  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

After  a  thorough  review  of  the  request 
for  full  PSD  program  delegation,  the 
Regional  Achninistrator  has  determined 
that  sucdi  delegation  is  appropriate 
subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  in  the 
following  official  letter  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Delaware  Dep€irtment  of  Natural 
Resources  and  Environmental  Control. 
Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  him  by  the  Administrator, 
the  Regional  Administrate'  has  foimaDy 
notified  the  Secretary  of  the  Delaware 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Environmental  Control  by  the  following 
letter  that  he  relinquishes  full  PSD 
regulatory  authority  to  the  State  of 
Delaware  as  of  the  publication  date  of 
this  notice.  The  Regional  Administrator 
finds  good  cause  for  making  this 
delegation  of  authority  effective 
immediately  in  that  it  is  an 
administrative  change  and  not  one  of 
substantive  content. 

Mr.  John  E.  Wilson  III,  Secretary,  Del  .ware 
Department  of  Natural  Resourc’j  lad 
Environmental  Control,  Edwc:  d  Tatnall 
Building.  P.O.  Box  1401,  Dover,  Delaware 
Dear  Mr.  Wilson:  Thank  you  for  your 
December  29, 1980,  request  for  dek^tkm  of 
authority  to  implement  the  Prevention  of 
Significant  Deterioration  (PSD)  regulations. 
The  intent  of  the  request  and  the  following 
delegation  is  to  reduce  duplicate  P^  permit 
reviews  by  our  respective  agencies  and  to 
provide  prospective  applicants  with  only  one 
agency  to  deal  with  in  obtaining  a 
construction  permit. 

We  have  reviewed  the  pertinent  laws  of 
the  State  of  Delaware  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  thereof,  and  have  determined  that 
they  provide  an  adequate  and  effective 
procedure  for  full  implementation  of  PSD. 

We  have  also  reviewed  the  procedures  for 
new  source  review  of  the  State  of  Delaware 
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and  have  determined  that  they  provide  an 
adequate  and  effective  procedure  for  the 
implementation  of  all  the  portions  of  the  PSD 
program.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  40  CFR 
52.21(u),  we  hereby  delegate  our  authority  for 
all  portions  of  the  Federal  PSD  program,  as 
described  in  40  CFR  52.21,  as  amended 
August  7. 1960,  to  the  State  of  Delaware  as 
follows: 

1.  Authority  is  delegated  for  all  sources 
located  in  the  State  of  Delaware  subject  to 
review  for  the  Prevention  of  Significant 
Deterioration.  This  includes  all  source 
categories  listed  in  40  CFR  section  52.21  for 
each  pollutant  regulated  by  the  Clean  Air 
Act. 

2.  If  at  any  time  there  is  a  conflict  between 
a  State  regulation  and  a  Federal  regulation 
(40  CFR  52.01  and  52.21),  the  Federal 
regulation  must  be  applied  if  it  is  more 
stringent  than  that  of  the  State.  If  the  State 
does  not  have  the  authority  to  implement  a 
Federal  regulation  that  is  more  stringent  than 

*  the  applicable  State  regulation,  the  pertinent 
portion  of  the  authority  may  be  revoked. 

3.  If  the  Regional  Adminstrator  determines 
that  the  State  procedure  for  implementing  all 
the  portions  of  the  PSD  program  is 
inadequate,  or  is  not  being  effectively  carried 
out,  this  authority  may  be  revoked  in  whole 
or  in  part.  Any  such  revocation  shall  be 
effective  as  of  the  date  specified  in  a  Notice 
of  Revocation  to  the  Delaware  Department  of 
Natural  Resources  and  Environmental 
Control. 

4.  The  State  of  Delaware  will  ensure 
through  its  interstate  intergovernmental 
cooperation  procedures,  that  all  potential 
source  interactions  along  State  boundaries 
are  properly  determined. 

5.  Enforcement  of  PSD  in  the  State  of 
Delaware  will  be  the  primary  responsibility 
of  the  Delaware  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  and  Environmental  Control.  If  the 
State  determines  that  such  enforcement  is  not 
feasible  and  so  notiHes  EPA,  or  where  the 
State  acts  in  a  manner  inconsistent  with  the 
terms  of  this  granted  authority,  EPA  will 
exercise  its  concurrent  enforcement  authority 
pursuant  to  Sections  113  and  1167  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  with  respect  to  sources  within 
the  State  of  Delaware  subject  to  PSD 
requirements.  In  accordance  with  40  CFR 
52.21(r)  and  Sections  113  and  167  of  the  Clean 
Air  Act  42  U.S.C.  7413  and  7477,  EPA 
reserves  the  right  to  commence  an 
enforcement  action  against  any  entity  in 
violation  of  the  Prevention  of  Significant  Air 
Quality  Deterioration  regulations  should  the 
State  of  Delaware  fail  to  take  such  an 
enforcement  action  or,  in  the  opinion  of  EPA. 
fail  to  pursue  a  timely  or  appropriate 
enforcement  action. 

6.  Acceptance  of  this  delegation  of 
presently  promulgated  PSD  regulations  does 
not  commit  the  State  of  Delaware  to  request 
or  implement  enforcement  authority  for 
future  standards  and  requirements. 

7.  The  State  and  EPA  will  develop  a  system 
of  communication  sufficient  to  guarantee  a 
program  that  includes  the  items  described 
below: 

A.  Each  agency  is  informed  of  the  current 
compliance  status  of  subject  sources  in  the 
State  of  Delaware. 

B.  The  Delaware  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  and  Environmental  Control  shall 


send  a  copy  of  preliminary  determinations 
and  public  comment  notices  required  under 
paragraph  (q)  of  40  CFR  52.21  to  the  Air  and 
Hazardous  Materials  Division,  EPA  Region 
III,  at  the  same  time  the  notice  is  being 
forwarded  for  publication  in  the  newspaper. 

C.  The  Delaware  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  and  Environmental  Control  will 
forward  to  EPA  Region  III  copies  of  the  Rnal 
PSD  permit  at  the  time  of  issuance. 

D.  The  status  of  incomplete  permit 
applications  will  be  provided  to  EPA  Region 
III  on  an  as  needed  basis. 

8.  Prior  EPA  concurrence  is  to  be  obtained 
on  any  matter  involving  the  interpretatin  of 
sections  160-169  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  or  40 
CFR  section  52.21  to  the  extent  that 
implementation,  review,  administration  or 
enforcement  of  these  sections  have  not  been 
covered  by  determinations  or  guidance  sent 
to  the  Delaware  Department  of  Natural 
Resources  and  Environmental  Control. 

9.  Where  it  is  convenient  to  both  the 
Delaware  Department  of  Natural  Resources 
and  Environmental  Control  and  EPA  and  a 
benefit  to  the  applicant,  any  PSD  reviews 
already  initiated  by  EPA  prior  to  this 
delegation  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
Delaware  Department  of  Natural  Resources 
and  Environmental  Control  for  completion. 

10.  Enforcement  actions  already  initiated 
by  EPA  prior  to  this  delegation  of  authority 
shall  be  completed  by  EPA. 

11.  A  notice  announcing  these  actions  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register  in  the 
near  future.  This  delegation  of  authority  shall 
be  effective  as  of  the  publication  date  of  that 
notice.  The  notice  will  state,  among  other 
things,  that  effective  immediately,  all  reports 
required  pursuant  to  PSD  by  sources  located 
in  the  State  of  Delaware  will  be  reviewed 
and  final  permit  approval  action  and 
enforcement  will  be  taken  by  the  Delaware 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Environmental  Control. 

This  delegation  of  authority  should  not  be 
construed  as  a  transfer  of  PSD  responsibility 
under  Section  110(a)(2)[I)  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act.  The  PSD  regulations  which  were 
submitted  for  approval  with  your  December 
29, 1980  request  were  submitted  in 
accordance  with  that  section  but  will  be 
addressed  in  a  separate  action.  This 
delegation  of  authority,  subject  to  the 
conditions  stated  herein,  will  remain  in  force 
until  Delaware’s  PSD  regulations  are 
approved  by  EPA. 

There  is  no  requirement  that  the  State 
notify  EPA  of  its  acceptance.  Unless  EPA 
receives  from  the  Stale  written  notice  of 
objections  w'ithin  10  days  of  the  date  of 
receipt  of  this  letter,  the  State  will  be  deemed 
to  have  accepted  all  of  the  terms  as  stated 
herein. 

Sincerely  yours. 

Jack  |.  Schramm, 

Regional  Administrator. 

Under  Executive  Order  12291,  EPA 
also  must  judge  whether  a  regulation  is 
“major”  and  Aerefore  subject  to  the 
requirement  of  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis.  This  delegation  of  authority  is 
not  “major.”  This  action  only  approves 
state  actions,  and  imposes  no  new 
requirements  of  its  own. 


This  delegation  of  authority  was 
submitted  to  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  for  review  as  required  by 
Executive  Order  12291. 

Effective  immediately,  all  applications 
and  other  information  pursuant  to 
§  51.21  from  sources  locating  in  the  State 
of  Delaware  but  not  having  a  PSD 
permit  application  currently  under 
review  by  EPA  should  be  submitted  to 
the  State  agency  at  the  following 
address:  Air  Resources  Section,  Division 
of  Environmental  Control,  Delaware 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
Environmental  Control,  Edward  Tatnall 
Building,  P.O.  Box  1401,  Dover, 

Delaware  19901. 

(42  U.S.C.  7401,  7410,  and  7601) 

Dated:  June  8, 1981. 

Jack  J.  Schramm, 

Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17643  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6S60-38-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[CC  Docket  No.  81-379;  File  No.  20726-CD- 
P-(1)-811 

Altoona  Telephone  Message  Center; 
Designating  Application  For  Hearing 
on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Irving  Seltzer 
d.b.a.  Altoona  Telephone  Message 
Center,  for  a  construction  permit  for  an 
additional  channel,  frequency  152.21 
MHz,  for  Station  KGC588  in  the 
Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service  at  Altoona,  Pennsylvania,  CC 
Docket  No.  81-379,  File  No.  20728-CD- 

P-(l)-81- 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Adopted  June  5, 1981. 

Released  June  8, 1981. 

1.  Presently  before  the  Chief,  Mobile 
Services  Division,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority,  is  the  above-referenced 
application  of  Irving  Seltzer,  d/b/a 
Altoona  Telephone  Message  Center 
(Seltzer).  Our  review  of  the  Seltzer 
application  has  raised  a  question 
concerning  whether  the  applicant  has 
demonstrated  a  need  for  an  additional 
frequency.  We  find  Seltzer  to  be 
otherwise  qualified. 

2.  Seltzer  has  submitted  a  traffic 
loading  study  pursuant  to  section  22.516 
of  the  Rules  in  an  attempt  to 
demonstrate  need  for  the  additional 
two-way  frequency  it  requests.  Seltzer 
has  not  shown  that  it  is  holding  any 
order  for  additional  units  and  the 
loading  study  submitted  does  not 
demonstrate  sufficient  traffic  to  justify 
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an  additional  frequency.  The  traffic 
loading  study  shows  average  peak  hour 
usage  of  only  approximately  23  minutes. 
As  a  result,  we  will  designate  an  issue 
as  to  whether  the  applicant  has 
demonstrated  a  need  for  an  additional 
frequency. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is^rdered,  that  the 
above-referenced  application  of  Irving 
Seltzer,  d/b/a  Altoona  Telephone 
Message  Center,  File  No.  20728-CD-P- 
(1)-81  is  designated  for  hearing, 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e]  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  upon  the  following  issue: 

(a)  To  determine  whether  the 
applicant  has  demonstrated  a  sufficient 
public  need  for  the  proposed  facility. 

4.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  the 
hearing  be  held  at  a  time  and  place  and 
before  an  Administrative  Law  Judge  to 
be  speciHed  in  a  subsequent  order. 

5.  It  is  fiuther  ordered,  that  the  Chief, 
Common  Carrier  Bureau,  is  made  a 
party  to  the  proceeding. 

6.  It  is  furAer  ordered,  that  the 
applicant  may  avail  itself  of  an 
opportunity  to  be  heard  by  filing  with 
the  Commission  pursuant  to  §  1.221(c]  of 
the  Rules  within  20  days  of  the  release 
date  hereof,  a  written  notice  stating  an 
intention  to  appear  on  the  date  for  the 
hearing  and  present  evidence  on  the 
issues  speciHed  in  this  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order. 

7.  The  Secretary  shall  cause  a  copy  of 
this  Order  to  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Sheldon  M.  Guttmann, 

Chief,  Mobile  Services  Division,  Common 
Carrier  Bureau. 

|FR  Dog.  81-177M  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6712-01-M 


[BC  Docket  No.  81-378;  File  No.  BPH- 
10024] 

Withers  Broadcasting  Co.  (KGMO-FM); 
Designating  Application  for  Hearing  on 
Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  W.  Russell 
Withers,  Jr.,  Janies  K.  Withers,  Ruth  H. 
Withers,  and  Waldo  R.  Withers,  d.b.a 
Withers  Broadcasting  Company 
(KGMO-FM),  Cape  Girardeau,  Missouri, 
Has:  100.7  MHz,  Channel  264  28.5  kW 
(H&V),  170  feet,  Req:  100.7  MHz. 

Channel  264  lOOkW  (H&V),  345  feet,  for 
a  construction  permit  to  modify  existing 
facility,  BC  Docket  No.  81-378,  File  No. 
BPH-10024. 

Adopted:  )une  1, 1981. 

Released:  June  8, 1981. 

1.  The  Commission,  by  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau,  acting  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority,  has  under 


consideration  the  above-captioned 
application. 

"  2.  By  Aeronautical  Study  No.  76-CE- 
263-OE,  issued  on  December  30, 1976, 
the  Federal  Aviation  Adminstration 
determined  that  the  applicant’s 
proposed  construction  would  be  a 
hazard  to  air  navigation.  In  rendering  its 
determination,  the  FAA  observed  that: 

*  *  *  (T)he  potential  electromagnetic 
interference  would  adversely  affect  a 
signiOcant  volume  of  traffic.  Though  the 
electromagnetic  interference  is  based  on  a 
theoretical  analysis,  experience  at  several 
locations  throu^out  the  national  air  space 
system  has  proven  lOOkW  transmissions  to 
be  a  real  and  serious  problem.  Therefore,  on 
the  basis  of.the  potential  electromagnetic 
interference,  this  proposed  construction  will 
be  considered  a  hazard  to  air  navigation 
unless  aircraft  navigational  and 
communications  equipment  is  found  to  be 
unaffected  by  FM  transmissions  from  this 
tower. 

Accordingly,  an  appropriate  issue  will 
be  specified. 

3.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicant  is 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  as 
proposed.  However,  since  the  proposed 
construction  has  an  air  hazard 
determination  by  the  FAA,  it  must  be 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  proceeding 
on  the  issues  specified  below. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  that, 
pursuant  to  Section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  the  application  is  designated 
for  hearing,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  there  is  a 
reasonable  possibility  that  the  proposed 
construction  by  the  applicant  would 
constitute  a  hazard  to  air  navigation. 

2.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the 
foregoing  issue,  whether  a  grant  of  the 
application  would  serve  the  public 
interest,  convenience  and  necessity. 

5.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  is 
made  a  party  to  the  proceeding. 

6.  It  is  fuller  ordered,  that,  in  the 
event  of  a  grant  of  this  application,  the 
construction  permit  shall  contain  the 
following  condition: 

During  installation  of  the  FM  antenna. 
KGMO-AM  shall  determine  operating  power 
by  the  indirect  method  and  shall  maintain  the 
directional  antenna  system  as  closely  as 
possible  to  values  appearing  in  the  license. 
Upon  completion  of  the  installation,  KGMO- 
AM  shall  submit  sufficient  data  to  show  that 
the  directional  antenna  pattern  remains 
substantially  unchanged.  If  there  is  any 
change  in  the  antenna  or  common  point 
resistance,  KGMO-AM  shall  submit  Form  302 
to  report  the  change.  Data  submitted  shall 
include  a  sketch  of  the  combined  installation. 


This  does  not  constitute  authority  to  change 
the  antenna  system  of  Station  KGMO-AM. 

7.  It  is  further  ordered,  that  to  avail 
itself  of  the  opportunity  to  be  heard,  the 
applicant  herein  shall,  piu^uant  to 

§  1.221(c)  of  the  Comission’s  rules,  in 
person  or  by  attorney,  within  20  days  of 
the  mailing  of  this  Oi^er,  file,  in 
triplicate,  with  the  commission  a  written 
appearance  stating  an  intention  to 
appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing 
and  to  present  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified  in  this  Order. 

8.  It  is  ordered,  that  the  applicant 
herein  shall,  pursuant  to  Section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  73.3594(g)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of 
the  hearing  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the 
publication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
§73.3594(g)  of  the  rules. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Larry  D.  Eads, 

Acting  Chief,  Broadcast  Pacilities  Division. 

|FR  Doc.  81-177S3  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  6712-61-11 


ICC  Docket  Na  80-286;  FCC  81-260] 

Federal-State  Joint  Board  on 
Jurisdictional  Separations, 
Appointment  off  Member 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Appointment  of  new  member  to 
the  Federal-State  Joint  Board  on 
jurisdictional  separations. 

SUMMARY:  Edward  F.  Burice,  Chairman 
of  the  Rliode  Island  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  is  appointed  to  fill  a 
vacancy  on  the  Bdard.  This  action  is 
necessitated  by  the  departure  of 
Commissioner  Edward  M.  Parsons,  Jr. 
fium  the  Wisconsin.  Public  Service 
Commission. 

dates:  This  action  is  effective  June  5. 
1981. 

ADDRESS:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C  20554. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Claudia  Pabo,  Policy  and  Program 
Plarming  Division,  Common  Carrier 
Bureau  (202-632-9342). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Third  Supplemental  Notioe 
Adopted:  June  5, 1981. 

Released:  June  5, 1981. 

By  the  Commission: 

1.  On  June  11, 1980,  the  Commission 
instituted  a  proceeding  to  amend  Part  67 
of  the  Commission’s  Rules  concerning 
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jurisdictional  separations  and 
established  a  Federal-State  Joint  Board 
purusant  to  Section  410  (c)  of  the 
Communications  Act  to  develop  the 
relevant  revisions.  Amendment  of  Part 
67  of  the  Commission 's  Rules  and 
Establishment  of  a  Joint  Board,  CC 
Docket  No.  80-286,  78  FCC  2d  837  (1980). 
By  subsequent  Notices  the  Commission 
appointed  the  members  of  the  Joint 
Board  and  designated  the  Chairman.  82 
FCC  2d  157  (1980):  FCC  81-64,  released 
February  19, 1981. 

2.  Edward  F  Burke,  Chairman  of  the 
Rhode  Island  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  is  appointed  to  fill  the 
vacancy  created  by  the  departure  of 
Commissioner  Edward  M.  Parsons  from 
the  Wisconsin  Public  Service 
Commission.  Chairman  Burke  was 
nominated  for  this  position  by  the 
National  Association  of  Regulatory 
Utility  Commissioners. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
Edward  F.  Burke,  Chairman  of  the 
Rhode  Island  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  IS  APPOINTED  to  the  Joint 
Board. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  J.  Tricarico, 

Secretary'. 

(FR  Uoc.  81-17698  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am) 

Bai.lNG  CODE  6712-01-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY  (FEMA) 

(Docket  No.  FEMA  REP-4-NC-11 

State  of  North  Carolina  Site  Specific 
Radiological  Emergency  Response 
Plan  for  Duke  Power  Company’s 
McGuire  Nuclear  Powered  Electric 
Generating  Plant 

action:  Certification  of  FEMA  Findings 
and  Determination. 

In  accordance  with  the  FEMA  Rule,  44 
CFR  Part  350  (proposed),  on  November 
6, 1980,  the  State  of  North  Carolina 
submitted  its  plan  to  the  Director  of 
Region  IV  for  review  and  approval.  The 
Regional  Director  has  forwarded  his 
statement  of  findings  and  determination 
to  the  Associate  Director  for  Plans  and 
Preparedness  on  the  subject  plan  and 
the  associated  facility,  dated  March  20. 
1981,  in  accordance  with  350.11  of  the 
proposed  Rule.  Included  in  these 
findings  and  determination  are  an 
evaluation  of  the  State  plan  and  the 
associated  local  plans  for  the  McGuire 
facility,  an  evaluation  of  the  exercise, 
with  a  State  response,  of  the  exercise 
conducted  on  December  5-6, 1980.  at  the 
McGuire  facility  in  accordance  with 
350.9  of  the  proposed  Rule,  and  a  report 
of  the  public  meeting  held  on  December 


4, 1980,  to  explain  the  site  specific 
aspects  of  the  State  and  local  plans  in 
accordance  with  350.10  of  the  proposed 
Rule. 

Based  on  this  statement  by  the 
Regional  director  and  the  review  of 
FEMA  Headquarters  staff,  the  Acting 
Associate  director  finds  and  determines 
that,  subject  to  the  condition  stated 
below,  the  State  plans  and  preparedness 
including  the  local  plans  and 
preparedness  for  the  McGuire  Facility 
are  adequate  to  protect  the  health  and 
safety  of  the  public  living  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  McGuire  facility  by  providing 
reasonable  assurance  that  appropriate 
protective  measures  can  and  will  be 
taken  off-site  in  the  event  of  a 
radiological  emergency  and  are  capable 
of  being  implemented.  The  condition  is 
that  the  public  alerting  and  notification 
system  be  brought  up  to  the  standards 
set  forth  in  Appendix  3  of  Nuclear  , 
Regulatory  Commission  (NRG) /FEMA 
criteria  (NUREG-0654/FEMA-REP-1, 
Revision  1)  by  July  1, 1981. 

Other  deficiencies  were  noted, 
however,  they  were  minor  in  nature  and 
were  more  concerned  with  process  than 
with  preparedness. 

FEMA  will  continue  to  review  the 
status  of  plans  and  preparedness  of  the 
State  and  the  localities  associated  with 
Plant  McGuire  in  accordance  with  350.13 
of  the  proposed  Rule. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  refer  to  the  FEMA  docket  file 
maintained  by  the  Regional  director  at 
1375  Peachtree  Street,  NE  Atlanta, 
Georgia  30309. 

Dated:  June  4, 1981. 

For  the  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency. 

Robert  E.  Young, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Plans  and 
Preparedness. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17591  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6718-01-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Agreements  Nos.  10270-2  and  10420] 

Availability  of  Findings  of  No 
Significant  Impact 

Upon  completion  of  environmental 
assessments,  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission’s  Office  of  Energy  and 
Environmental  Impact  has  determined 
that  the  Commission's  decisions  on  the 
proposed  actions  listed  below  will  not 
constitute  major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Envirorunental  Policy 
Act  of  1969, 42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.,  and 


that  preparation  of  environmental 
impact  statements  is  not  required. 

Agreement  No.  10270-2  is  a  rate 
agreement  aihong  the  members  of  the 
Gulf  European  Freight  Association.  The 
members  propose  to  extend  the  term  of 
the  basic  agreement  which  has  been  in 
effect  since  September  8, 1978.  There 
would  be  no  change  in  the  service, 
operations  or  facilities  involved  in  the 
proposal. 

Agreement  No.  10420  permits 
American  President  Lines,  Ltd.,  Lykes 
Brothers  Steamship  Company,  Inc.,  Sea- 
Land  Service,  Inc.,  United  States  Lines, 
Inc.,  and  Waterman  Steamship 
Corporation  to  charter  vessel  capacity 
from  each  other  in  their  Far  East 
services  on  a  space  available/required 
basis.  There  is  no  minimum  chartering 
requirement  or  fixed  service  obligations. 

The  Findings  of  No  Significant  Impact 
(FONSI)  will  become  final  within  20 
days  unless  petitions  for  review  are  filed 
pursuant  to  46  CFR  547.6(b). 

The  FONSI  and  related  assessments 
are  available  for  inspection  on  request 
from  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Room 
11101,  Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20573,  telephone  (202) 
523-5725. 

Joseph  C.  Polking. 

Acting  Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17608  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BiLUNG  CODE  6730-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

First  Interstate  International  of 
California;  Relocation  of  Head  Office 
and  Establishment  of  U.S.  Branch  of  a 
Corporation  Organized  Under  Section 
25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act 

First  Interstate  International  of 
California  (formerly  United  California 
Bank  International),  New  York,  New 
York,  a  corporation  organized  under 
section  25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act, 
has  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  211.4(c]  (1)  of  the  Board's 
Regulation  K  (12  C.F.R.  §  211.4(c)  (1)),  to 
relocate  the  head  office  of  the 
corporation  from  New  York  City,  New 
York,  to  Los  Angeles,  California,  and  to 
establish  a  branch  in  New  City  to 
assume  the  activities  of  the  existing 
head  office.  First  Interstate  International 
of  California  operates  as  a  subsidiary  of 
First  Interstate  Bank  of  California 
(formerly  United  California  Bank),  Los 
Angeles,  California. 

The  factors  that  are  to  be  considered 
in  acting  on  this  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  211.4(a)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  K  (12  C.F.R.  §  211.4(a]]. 
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The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551 
to  be  received  no  later  than  June  19, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identify  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  and  summarize 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  3, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board 

|FR  Doc.  81-17554  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  62t0-01-M 


First  Wisconsin  International  Bank; 
Establishment  of  U.S.  Branch  of  a 
Corporation  Organized  Under  Section 
25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act 

First  Wisconsin  International  Bank, 
Milwaukee,  Wisconsin,  a  corporation 
organized  under  section  25(aJ  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Act,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  section 
211.4(c)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  K 
(12  CFR  §  211.4(c)(1)),  to  establish  a 
branch  in  Miami,  Florida.  First 
Wisconsin  International  Bank  operates 
as  a  sibsidiary  of  First  Wisconsin 
National  Bank  of  Milwaukee, 

Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 

The  factors  that  are  to  be  considered 
in  acting  on  this  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  211.4(a)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  K  (12  CFR  §  211.4(a)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551  to  be 
received  no  later  than  July  3, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identify 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute,  and  summarize  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  )une  4, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  61-17556  Filed  6-12-61;  8:45  am) 

BILLJNG  CODE  6201-01-11 


Independent  Bankshares  Corp.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Independent  Bankshares  Corporation, 
San  Rafael,  California,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C,  §  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  per¬ 
cent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Vaca  Valley  Bank,  Vacaville,  California. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank  to  be  received  not  later  than  July  3, 
1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  4, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FS  Doc.  81-17556  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  COOE  6210-01-H 


Industrial  Baneshares,  Inc.  and  Valley 
View  Baneshares,  inc4  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

Industrial  Baneshares,  Inc.,  Kansas 
City,  Kansas,  and  Valley  View 
Baneshares,  Inc.,  Overland  Park, 

Kansas,  have  each  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  50  per  cent  of 
each  of  two  classes  of  shares  of 
Centennial  Baneshares,  Inc.,  Overland 
Park,  Kansas,  and  thereby  acquire 
indirect  control  of  Centennial  Bank  and 
Trust,  Mission,  Kansas.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boand  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 


writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  ot  be 
received  not  later  than  July  3, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
arc  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  June  4, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17557  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  amj 

BILLING  COOE  6210-01-M 


Southern  Bancorporation  of  Alabama; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Southern  Bancorporation  of  Alabama. 
Birmingham,  Alabama,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)(3)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  §  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  at  least  80 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Auburn 
Bank  and  Trust  Company,  Auburn, 
Alabama.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  §  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  al 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  3, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
speciBcally  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Resei-ve 
System,  June  4, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17558  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am| 

BlUING  COOE  621(M»1-M 


St.  Joseph  Bancorporation,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

St.  Joseph  Bancorporation,  Inc.,  South 
Bend,  Indiana,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  §  3(a)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1842(a))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  through  merger  with  St.  Joseph 
Agency,  Inc.,  S^th  Bend,  Indiana,  and 
by  acquiring  100  percent  of  die  voting 
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shares  of  the  successor  by  merger  of  St. 
Joseph  Bank  and  Trust  Company,  South 
Bend,  Indiana,  and  Central  State  Bank 
of  Lakeville,  Lakeville,  Indiana.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  §  3(c]  of 
the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  §  1842(c)). 

St.  Joseph  Bancorporation,  Inc.,  South 
Bend,  Indiana,  has  also  applied, 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

§  1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
§  225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to  acquire 
voting  shares  of  St.  Josepth  Mortgage 
Company,  Inc.,  South  Bend,  Indiana,  and 
St.  Joseph  Lease  Capital  Corporation. 
Alexandria,  Virginia. 

Applicant  states  that  St.  Joseph 
Mortgage  Co.,  Inc.  proposes  to  engage  in 
the  origination,  acquisition,  sale  and 
servicing  of  residential,  commercial  and 
industrial  mortgage  loans,  the 
origination  of  construction  and 
development  loans,  and  the  sale  of 
credit  life  and  credit  accident  and  health 
insurance  in  connection  with  such 
extensions  of  credit.  These  activities 
will  be  performed  from  offices  of 
Applicant's  subsidiary  in  Ft.  Wayne. 
Indianapolis,  Merrillville  and  South 
Bend,  Indiana  and  Park  Forest  and 
Hanover  Park,  Illinois,  and  the 
geographic  areas  to  be  served  are 
Illinois,  Indiana  and  Michigan. 

Applicant  states  that  St.  Joseph  Lease 
Capital  Corporation  would  engage  in  the 
leasing  of  personal  property  or  acting  as 
agent  or  advisor  in  leasing  such 
property.  These  activities  would  be 
performed  from  offices  of  Applicant’s 
subsidiary  in  South  Bend.  Indiana,  and 
Alexandria,  Virginia,  and  the  geographic 
areas  to  be  served  are  nationwide.  Such 
activities  have  been  specified  by  the 
Board  in  section  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y 
as  permissible  for  bank  holding 
companies,  subject  to  Board  approval  of 
individual  proposals  in-accordance  with 
the  procedures  of  section  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsound  banking  practices.’’  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
w'ould  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 


evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and 
received  by  the  Reserve  Bank  not  later 
than  July  3, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  4. 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Ooc.  si-17sse  Filed  6-12-84: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  621(M)1-M 


Agri  Bancorporation;  Acquisition  of 
Bank 

Agri  Bancoiporation,  Holyoke, 
Colorado,  formerly  known  as  Holyoke 
Agency,  Inc.,  Holyoke,  Colorado,  has 
applied  for  tlie  Board’s  approval  under 
section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to 
acquire  100  percent  of  the  voting  shares 
of  Sedgwick  County  Bank,  Julesburg, 
Colorado.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  7, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
sufHce  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Due.  81-17711  Filed  8-12-81:  8:45  ani| 

BILLING  CODE  621(M)1-M 


Dakota  Bankshares,  Inc.;  Acquisition 
of  Bank 

Dakota  Bankshares,  Inc.,  Fargo,  North 
Dakota,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(3)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  19.1  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Liberty 
National  Bank  and  Trust  Company, 


Dickinson,  North  Dakota.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Washington,  D.C. 

20551,  to  be  received  not  later  than  July 
7, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a  • 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Boc 

IFr  Doc.  81-17712  Filed  6-12-81:  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Bank  Holding  Companies;  Proposed 
de  Novo  Nonbank  Activities 

The  bank  holding  companies  listed  in 
this  notice  have  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8))  and 
§  225.4(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.4(b)(1)),  for  permission  to 
engage  de  novo  (or  continue  to  engage  in 
an  activity  earlier  commenced  de  novo], 
directly  or  indirectly,  solely  in  the 
activities  indicated,  which  have  been 
determined  by  the  Board  of  Governors 
to  be  closely  related  to  banking. 

With  respect  to  each  application, 
interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 
consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  as  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficiency,  that  outweigh 
possible  adverse  effects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interest, 
or  unsound  banking  practices."  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  that  proposal. 

Each  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
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at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
for  that  application.  Comments  and 
requests  for  hearings  should  identify 
clearly  the  specific  application  to  which 
they  relate,  and  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  and,  except  as  noted,  received 
by  the  appropriate  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  not  later  than  July  3, 1981. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Boston 
(Richard  E.  Randall,  Vice  President)  600 
Atlantic  Avenue,  Boston.  Massachusetts 
02105: 

FreST  NATIONAL  BOSTON 
CORPORATION.  Boston,  Massachusetts 
(data  processing  activities;  Maine):  to 
engage  through  its  subsidiary,  FBC,  Inc., 
in  providing  bookkeeping  and  data 
processing  services,  including  storing 
and  processing  banking,  financial,  or 
related  data,  to  banks  and  other 
financial  institutions.  These  activities 
would  be  conducted  from  an  office  in 
Augusta,  Maine,  serving  the  State  of 
Maine. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York 
(A.  Marshall  Puckett,  Vice  President)  33 
Liberty  Street,  New  York.  New  York 
10045: 

1.  Citicorp,  New  York,  New  York 
(consumer  finance;  California);  to 
expand  the  activities  of  an  approved 
office  of  its  subsidiary,  Citicorp  Person- 
to-Person  Financial  Center,  Inc.,  to 
engage  in  the  s:rvicing,  for  any  person, 
of  loans  and  other  extensions  of  credit. 
This  activity  will  be  conducted  fixim  an 
office  located  in  San  Jose,  California, 
serving  San  Mateo,  Santa  Clara  and 
Alameda  Counties,  California. 

Comments  on  this  application  must  be 
received  not  later  than  June  25, 1981. 

2.  Key  Banks,  Inc.,  Albany,  New  York 
(data  processing;  New  York):  proposes 
to  engage  through  its  subsidiary, 

Keycard  Corp.,  in  the  servicing  of  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  and 
providing  bookkeeping  or  data 
processing  services  and  storing  and 
processing  banking,  financial  or  related 
data  for  nonaffiliated  banking 
organizations  and  others.  The  activities 
will  include  performing  accoimts 
receivable  or  payable  or  billing  services 
in  connection  with  the  debit  and/or 
credit  card  operations  of  banks,  creating 
and  maintaining  appropriate  computer 
records  of  bank  merchant  and 
cardholder  customers,  posting 
transactions,  preparing  and  reconciling 
statements,  mailing  statements, 
producing  and  mailing  debit  and/or 
credit  cai^s,  providing  authorization 
service  to  merchants,  and  handling 
normal  customer  and  merchant  inquiries 
and  problems. 

The  activities  will  be  performed  from 
an  office  in  Albany,  New  York.  The 
geographic  area  that  will  be  served 
includes  all  of  New  York  State  except 


for  the  New  York  City  metropolitan  area 
and  the  counties  of  Erie  Chautauqua, 
Niagara,  Orleans,  Monroe,  Wayne, 
Genesee,  and  Wyoming  in  the  western 
part  of  the  State. 

3.  Manufacturers  Hanover 
Corporation,  New  York,  New  York 
(finance  and  insurance  activities; 
Arizona):  to  engage  through  its 
subsidiary,  Termplan  Incorporated  of 
Arizona,  in  consumer  and  sales  finance 
activities  and  in  home  equity  lending 
activities;  and  in  the  activity  of  selling 
credit  life,  accident,  health,  and  property 
insurance.  These  activities  would  be 
conducted  fit)m  an  office  in  Rioenix, 
Arizona,  serving  Maricopa,  Yavapai, 
Gila,  and  Pinal  Counties,  Arizona,  and 
in  Tuscon,  Arizona,  serving  Pima,  Pined, 
Graham,  Cochise,  and  Santa  Cruz 
Coimties,  Arizona. 

4.  Manufacturers  Hanover 
Corporation,  New  York,  New  York 
(home  equity  lending,  sales  finance 
activities  and  insurance  activities;  New 
Jersey):  to  engage  through  a  de  novo 
office  of  Investors  Loan  Corporation  of 
New  Jersey,  and  Investors  Mortgage 
Company  of  New  Jersey,  in  arranging, 
mak^  or  acquiring  for  its  own  account 
or  for  ffie  account  of  making  or  acquiring 
for  its  own  account  or  for  the  account  of 
others,  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit  secured  by  a  homeowner's  equity 
interest  in  a  home  such  as  would  be 
made  by  a  consumer  finance  company, 
servicing  such  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  for  any  person, 
acting  as  an  agent  or  broker  for  the  sale 
of  single  and  joint  credit  life  insurance 
which  is  directly  related  to  such  loans 
and  extensions  of  credit,  and  through  its 
subsidiary  Tempco  Life  Insurance 
Company  reinsuring  such  credit  life 
insurance;  and  purchasing  installment 
sales  finance  contracts,  acting  as  an 
ageny  or  broker  for  the  sale  of  single 
and  joint  credit  life  insurance  and  credit 
accident  and  health  insurance  which  is 
directly  related  to  such  loans  and 
extensions  of  credit,  and  through  its 
subsidiary  Tempco  Life  Insurance 
Company  reinsuring  such  credit  life  and 
accident  and  health  insurance.  These 
activities  would  be  conducted  from  a  de 
novo  office  of  Investors  Loan 
Corporation  of  New  Jersey  and 
Investors  Mortgage  Company  of  New 
Jersey  located  in  Linwood,  New  Jersey, 
and  serving  the  following  counties: 
southern  Gloucester,  southern  Camden, 
Atlantic,  eastern  Salem,  Cape  May, 
Cmnberland,  southern  Burlington,  and 
southern  Ocean. 

5.  Manufacturers  Hanover 
Corporation,  New  York,  New  York 
(home  equity  lending,  sales  finance 
activities  and  insurance  activities; 


Pennsylvania):  to  engage  through  a  de 
novo  office  of  Ritter  Consumer  Discount 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Pennsylvania,  and 
Ritter  Mortgage  Company  of 
Pennsylvania  in  arranging,  making  or 
acquiring  for  its  own  account  or  for  the 
account  of  others,  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  secured  by  a 
homeowner’s  equity  interest  in  a  home 
such  as  would  be  made  by  a  consumer 
finance  company,  servicing  such  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  for  any 
person,  acting  as  an  agent  or  broker  for 
the  sale  of  single  credit  life  insurance 
which  is  directly  related  to  such  loans 
and  extensions  of  credit,  and  through  its 
subsidiary  Ritter  Life  Insurance 
Company  reinsuring  such  credit  life 
insurance;  and  purchasing  installment 
sales  finance  contracts,  acting  as  an 
agent  or  broker  for  the  sale  of  single 
credit  life  insurance  and  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance  which  is  directly 
related  to  such  loans  and  extensions  of 
credit,  and  throu^  its  subsidiary  Ritter 
Life  Insurance  Company  reinsuring  such 
credit  life  and  accident  and  health 
insurance.  These  activities  would  be  • 
conducted  from  a  de  novo  office  of 
Ritter  Consumer  Discount  Compemy,  Inc. 
of  Pennsylvania  and  Ritter  Mortgage 
Company  of  Pennsylvania  located  in 
Trevose,  Pennsylvania,  and  serving  the 
following  coimties:  Philadelphia, 
Montgomery.  Chester,  eastern  Berics, 
southern  Lehigh,  Bucks,  and  southern 
Northampton. 

C.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Hany  W.  Green,  Vice 
President)  400  Sansome  Street  Fan 
Francisco,  California  94120: 

Bankamerica  Corporation,  San 
Francisco,  California  (financing, 
servicing  and  insurance  activities; 
Tennessee,  Alabama,  Georgia):  to 
continue  to  engage,  through  its  indirect 
subsidiary.  FinanceAmerica 
Corporation,  a  Tennessee  corporation, 
in  the  activities  of  making  or  acquiring 
for  its  own  accounts  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  such  as  will  be 
made  or  acquired  by  a  finance  company, 
servicing  loans  and  other  extensions  of 
credit  and  offering  credit-related  life, 
credit-related  accident  and  health  and 
credit-related  property  insurance.  Such 
activities  will  include,  but  not  be  limited 
to,  making  consumer  installment  loans; 
purdmsing  installment  sales  finance 
contracts;  making  loans  and  other 
extensions  of  credit  to  smaU  businesses; 
making  loans  secured  by  real  and 
personal  property;  and  Ae  offering  of 
credit-related  life,  accident  and  health 
and  property  insurance  directly  related 
to  extensions  of  credit  made  or  acquired 
by  FinanceAmerica  Corporation. 
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These  activities  will  be  conducted 
h'om  an  existing  office  in  Chattanooga, 
Tennessee,  serving  the  entire  State  of 
Tennessee  and  the  counties  of 
Whitefield  and  Murray  in  Georgia,  and 
the  counties  of  De  Kalb  and  Jackson  in 
Alabama. 

D.  Other  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 
None. 

D.  Michael  Manias, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

[FR  Doa  81-17714  Filed  6-12-81: 8:46  am] 

BNXING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Citizens  Deposit  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Citizens  Deposit  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Calhoun,  Kentucky,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  Section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  92 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Citizens  Deposit  Bank,  Calhoun, 
Kentucky.  'The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St.  Louis. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  7. 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17702  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am| 

BIUJNG  CODE  6010-01-M 


Eden  Bank  Holding  Co.,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Eden  Bank  Holding  Company,  Inc., 
Eden.  South  Dakota,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  Section  3(a)(1) 
of  the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
The  First  National  Bank  of  ^en,  Eden, 
South  Dakota.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c)  of  the  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 


The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  July 
4, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  speciHcally  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Jime  8, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17703  Filed  6-12-81: 8:46  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-«1-M 


Fall  River  Bankshares,  Inc.;  Formation 
of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Fall  River  Bankshares,  Inc.,  Fall  River, 
Kansas,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  Section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  82.3  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Fall  River 
State  Bank,  Fall  River,  Kansas.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  Section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

'The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  3, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  4, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  Sl-ITHS  Filed  6-t2-8t;  8:48  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  S310-01-M 


Howe  Financial  Corp.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Howe  Financial  Corporation,  Howe, 
Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 


more  of  the  voting  shares,  less  directors' 
qualifying  shares,  of  Howe  State  Bank, 
Howe,  Texas.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  application 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  7, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
speciHcally  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17704  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  621IH)1-M 


Lac  Qul  Parie  Bancorporation,  Inc.; 
Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Lac  Qui  Parle  Bancorporation,  Inc., 
Boyd,  Minnesota,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of 
the  Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank 
holding  company  by  acquiring  94 
percent  or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of 
State  Bank  of  Boyd,  Boyd,  Minnesota. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 

1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  July 
7, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1961. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17706  Filed  6-12-81;  8.'4S  a(n( 

BILLINQ  CODE  S210-01-M 
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Meeker  Bancshares,  Inc.;  Formation  of 
Bank  Holding  Company 

Meeker  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Meeker, 
Oklahoma,  has  applied  for  the  Board's 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.SXI 
1842(a)(1))  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  80  percent  or 
more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Bank  of 
Meeker,  Meeker,  Oklahoma.  The  factors 
that  are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U5.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City.  Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on 
the  application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  7, 1961.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  emd  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  ]une  8, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Dog.  81-17706  Fileii  6-12-81:  B:«5  am] 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Northwest  Bancorporation;  Prc^osal 
To  Engage  in  Activity  of  Providing 
Audit  Services  to  Nonaffiliated  Banks 

Northwest  Bancorporation, 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  has  applied, 
pursuant  to  section  4(c)(8)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8))  and  section  225.4(b)(2)  of  the 
Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.4(b)(2)),  for  permission  to  engage  de 
novo  through  its  subsidiary.  Banco 
Incorporate,  in  the  activities  of 
providing  audit  services  to  nona^iliated 
banks. 

These  activities  would  be  performed 
from  offices  of  Applicants  subsidiary  in 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  and  the 
geographic  areas  to  be  served  are  the 
States  of  Colorado,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Montana,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  Wisconsin,  and 
Wyoming.  Such  activities  have  been 
specified  by  the  Board  in  section 
225.4(a)  (12)  of  Regulation  as  permissible 
for  bank  holding  companies,  subject  to 
Board  approval  of  individual  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  procedures  of 
section  225.4(b]. 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether 


consummation  of  the  proposal  can 
“reasonably  be  expected  to  produce 
benefits  to  the  public,  such  a  greater 
convenience,  increased  competition,  or 
gains  in  efficinecy,  that  outweigh 
possible  advers  efiects,  such  as  undue 
concentration  of  resources,  decreased  or 
unfair  competition,  conflicts  of  interests, 
or  unsoimd  banking  practices.*’  Any 
request  for  a  hearing  on  this  question 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  statement  of 
the  reasons  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suSic%  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Minneapolis. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  emd 
received  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of 
Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not 
later  than  July  3, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  4, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manias, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17715  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-«1-M 


Peoples  Exchange  Bancorp,  Inc.; 
Fomuition  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

June  8, 1981. 

Peoples  Exchange  Bancorp,  Inc., 
Beatt3^ille,  Kentucky,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  under  Sectiop 
3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act  (12  U.S.C.  lB42(a)(l))  to  become  a 
bank  holding  company  by  acquiring  80 
percent  of  the  voting  ^ares  of  Peoples 
Exchange  Bank,  Beattyville,  Kentucky. 
The  factors  that  are  considered  in  acting 
on  the  application  are  set  forth  in 
Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Cleveland.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  writing  to  the  Reserve 
Bank,  to  be  received  not  later  than  July 
7, 1981.  Any  comment  on  an  application 
that  requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute  and  summarizing 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 


Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1981. 

D.  Midiael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17707  Filed  B-lZ-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-11 


Pittsburgh  International  Bank; 
Establishment  of  U.S.  Branch  of  a 
Corporation  Organized  Under  Section 
25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act 

Pittsburgh  International  Bank, 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  a  corporation 
organized  under  section  25(a}  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Act,  has  applied  for  the 
Board’s  approval  under  section 
211.4(c)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  K 
(12  CFR  211.4(c)(1)),  to  establish  a 
branch  in  Los  Angeles,  California. 
Pittsburgh  International  Bank  operates 
as  a  subsidiary  of  Pittsburgh  National 
Bank,  Pittsburg,  Pennsylvania. 

The  factors  that  are  to  be  considered 
in  acting  on  this  application  are  set  forth 
in  section  211.4(a)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  K  (12  CFR  211.4(a)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Boa^  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Cleveland.  Any  person  wishing  to 
comment  on  the  application  should 
submit  views  in  viriting  to  die  Secretary, 
Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Washington,  D.C  20551 
to  be  received  no  later  than  July  7, 1981. 
Any  comment  on  an  application  that 
requests  a  hearing  must  include  a 
statement  of  why  a  written  presentation 
would  not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identify  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  and  summarize 
the  evidence  that  would  be  presented  at 
a  hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1981. 

D.  Mkhad  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17716  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  6210-01-M 


Rainsville  Holding  Co.,  Inc.;  Fonnation 
of  Bank  HolcHng  Company 

Rainsville  Holding  Company,  Inc.,  has 
applied  for  the  Boaid’s  approval  under 
Section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C  1842(a)(1))  to 
become  a  bank  holding  company  by 
acquiring  80  percent  or  more  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Rainsville  Bank, 
Rainsville,  Alabama.  The  factors  that 
are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
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at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  6, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suflTice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
speciflcally  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17708  Piled  6-12-81;  845  am) 

B9UJNG  CODE  6>10-01-M 


Republic  National  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Republic  National  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Houston,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  Section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Bank  HoldingjCompany  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent 
of  the  voting  shares  of  Republic 
National  Bank — Westheimer,  Houston. 
Texas,  a  proposed  new  bank.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  application  are  set  forth  in  Section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank,  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  7, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System.  June  8, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17709  Filed  0-12-81: 8:46  am) 

BIUJNQ  CODE  62t0-0t-M 


Weatherford  Bancshares,  Inc.; 
Acquisition  of  Bank 

Weather  Bancshares,  Inc., 
Weatherford,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the 
Board's  approval  under  Section  3(a)(3) 
of  the  Ba^  Holding  Company  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1842(a)(3))  to  acquire  100  percent 
of  the  voting  shares,  less  directors' 
qualifying  shares,  of  First  National  Bank 
of  Azle,  Azle,  Texas.  The  factors  that 


are  considered  in  acting  on  the 
application  are  set  forth  in  Section  3(c) 
of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

The  application  may  be  inspected  at  • 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in 
writing  to  the  Reserve  Bank  to  be 
received  not  later  than  July  7, 1981.  Any 
comment  on  an  application  that  requests 
a  hearing  must  include  a  statement  of 
why  a  written  presentation  would  not 
suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1981. 

D.  Michael  Manies, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17710  Filed  6-12-81;  6;45  am) 

BIUJNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


Consumer  Advisory  Council; 
Solicitation  of  Nommations  for 
Membership 

agency:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

ACTION:  Solicitation  of  nominations  for 
membership  on  the  Board's  Consumer 
Advisory  Council. 

summary:  The  Board  is  asking  the 
public  to  nominate  qualified  individuals 
for  nine  appointments  to  its  Consumer 
Advisory  Council. 

DATE:  Nominations  should  be  received 
by  August  17, 1981. 
address:  Nominations  including  the 
name,  address,  and  telephone  number  of 
the  nominee  should  be  mailed  to 
Dolores  S.  Smith,  Assistant  Director, 
Division  of  Consumer  and  Community 
Affairs,  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington, 
D.C.  20551. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATAON  CONTACT. 
Ann  Marie  Bray,  Staff  Assistant, 
Division  of  Consumer  and  Community 
Affairs,  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington, 
D.C.  20551,  (202)  462-3867. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Consumer  Advisory  Council  was 
established  by  the  Congress  in  1976  to 
advise  the  Board  on  the  exercise  of  its 
duties  under  the  Consumer  Credit 
Protection  Act  and  on  other  consumer- 
related  matters.  The  Council  by  law 
represents  the  interests  of  both 
consumers  and  the  financial  community. 
The  Board,  therefore,  is  particularly 
seeking  candidates  who  are  familiar 
with  issues  in  the  area  of  consumer 


credit  and  other  financial  services.  ^ 
Members  serve  three-year  terms  that  are 
staggered  to  provide  the  Council  with 
continuity,  and  generally  one-third  of 
the  Council's  30  members  are  appointed 
each  year. 

Nine  new  members  will  be  selected 
this  fall,  to  replace  members  whose 
terms  expire  on  December  31, 1981.  The. 
Council's  membership  is  intended,  to  the 
extent  possible,  to  represent  all  interests 
in  the  area  of  consumer  financial 
services  regulations.  The  Board's 
appointments  are  also  made  with  a  view 
toward  complementing  the 
qualifications  of  continuing  Council 
members  in  terms  of  affiliation  and 
geographic  representation.  Since  each 
year  the  nominees  generally  number  in 
the  hundreds,  many  highly  qualified  and 
interested  individuals  will  not  have  the 
opportunity  to  serve.  Similarly,  it  is  not 
possible  for  every  interested  group  to  be 
represented. 

The  Council  meets  four  times  a  year 
for  approximately  a  day  and  a  half. 
Council  members  who  are  not  federal 
employees  are  paid  $100  for  each  day 
spent  attending  or  traveling  to  and  from 
meetings. 

Nominations  should  be  submitted  in 
writing  to  Dolores  S.  Smith,  Assistant 
Director,  Division  of  Consumer  and 
Community  Affairs,  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
Washington,  D.C,  20551,  and  must  be 
received  no  later  than  August  17, 1981. 
Nominations  should  include  the  name, 
address  and  telephone  number  of  the 
nominee,  past  and  present  positions 
held,  and  special  knowledge,  interests, 
or  experience  relating. to  consumer 
matters.  This  information  will  be  made 
available  for  public  inspection  and 
copying  upon  request,  except  as 
provided  in  §  261.6(a)  of  the  Board's 
Rules  Regarding  Availability  of 
Information. 

The  names  and  affiliations  of  current 
Council  members  (and  the  expiration 
date  of  their  term  of  office)  follow: 

Chairman 

Ralph  Rohner,  Professor,  Catholic 
University  Law  School,  Washington, 
D.C.,  December  31, 1981 

Vice  Chairman 

Charlotte  H.  Scott,  Professor  of 
Business,  Administration  and 
Commerce,  University  of  Virginia, 
Charlottesville,  Virginia,  December  31, 
1982 

Arthur  F.  Bouton,  President-elect, 
American  Association  of  Retired 
Persons,  Little  Rock,  Arkansas, 
December  31. 1983 
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Julia  H.  Boyd,' Alexandria,  Virginia, 
December  31, 1983 

Ellen  Broadman,  Attorney,  Consumers 
Union,  Washington,  D.C.,  December 

31,1982 

James  L  Brown,  Director,  Center  for 
Consumer  Affairs,  Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin,  December  31, 1981 
Mark  E.  Budnitz,  Associate  Professor, 
Emory  University  School  of  Law, 
Atlanta,  Georgia,  December  31, 1981 
Joseph  N.  Cugini,  President  &  General 
Manager,  Westerly  Community  Credit 
Union,  Westerly,  Rhode  Island, 
December  31, 1983 
Richard  S.  D’Agostino,  Senior  Vice 
President,  Girard  Bank,  Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania,  December  31, 1982 
Susan  Pierson  De  Witt,  Assistant 
Attorney  General  and  Chief  of 
Consumer  Protection,  State  of  Illinois, 
Springfield,  Illinois,  December  31, 1983 
Joanne  Faulkner,  Attorney,  New  Haven 
Legal  Assistance  Association,  Inc., 
New  Haven,  Connecticut,  December 

31. 1982 

Luther  R.  Gatling,  President,  Budget  & 
Credit  Counseling  Service,  New  York, 
New  York,  December  31, 1983 
Vemard  W.  Henley,  President, 
Consolidated  Bank  and  Trust 
Company,  Richmond,  Virginia, 
December  31, 1982 

Juan  Jesus  Hinojosa,  Partner,  Hinojosa  & 
Ortiz,  McAllen,  Texas,  December  31, 
1982 

Shirley  T.  Hosoi,  Vice  President, 
Strategic  Planning,  First  Interstate 
Bancorporation,  Los  Angeles, 
California,  December  31, 1982 
George  S.  Irvin,  President,  George  Irvin 
Chevrolet,  Denver,  Colorado, 
December  31, 1983 

F.  Thomas  Juster,  Director,  Institute  for 
Social  Research,  Survey  Research 
Center,  University  of  Michigan,  Ann 
Arbor,  Michigan,  December  31, 1982 
Richard  F.  Kerr,  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
December  31, 1981 
Harvey  M.  Kuhnley,  President  and 
Chairman  of  the  Board,  Twin  City 
Federal  Savings  &  Loan  Association, 
Minneapolis,  Minnesota,  December 
31, 1981 

Robert  J.  McEwen,  S.J.,  Professor  of 
Economics,  Boston  College,  Chestnut 
Hill,  Massachusetts,  December  31, 
1982 

Stanley  L.  Mularz,  President,  Trans 
Union  Credit  Information  Company, 
Chicago,  Illinois,  December  31, 1983 
William  J.  O’Connor,  Jr.,  Partner, 
Phillips,  Lytle,  Hitchcock,  Blaine  & 
Huber,  Buffalo,  New  York.  December 

31. 1983 

Margaret  Reilly-Petrone  Professor  of 
Economics,  Montclair  College,  Upper 
Montclair,  New  Jersey,  December  31, 
1982 


Rene  Reixach,  Staff  Attorney,  Greater 
Upstate  Law  Project,  Rochester,  New 
York,  December  31, 1982 
Florence  M,  Rice,  President,  Harlem 
Consumer  Education  Council,  New 
York,  New  York,  December  31, 1981 
Henry  B.  Schechter,  Director,  Office  of 
Housing  and  Monetary  Policy,  AFL- 
CIO,  Washington,  D.C.,  December  31, 
1981 

Peter  D.  Schellie,  Partner,  Bingham, 
Dana  &  Gould,  Washington,  D.C., 
December  31, 1982 
Nancy  Z.  Spillman,  Director  for 
Economic  Education  and  Professor  of 
Economics,  Los  Angeles  Trade 
Technical  College,  Los  Angeles, 
California,  December  31, 1983 
Richard  A,  Van  Winkle,  President, 
Lockhart  Finance  Company,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  December  31, 1981 
Mary  W.  Walker,  President,  National 
Bank  of  Walton  County,  Monroe, 
Georgia,  December  31, 1981. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  June  8, 1981 
James  McAfee, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board 

(FR  Doc.  81-17741  Filed  B-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  cooe  e210-01-H 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Intervention  Notice  136] 

Public  Service  Company  of  Colorado, 
the  Colorado  PubKc  Utilities 
Commission;  Proposed  Ifdervention  in 
Electric  Rate  Increase  Proceeding 

The  General  Services  Administration 
(GSA)  seeks  to  intervene  in  a 
proceeding  before  the  Colorado  Public 
Utilities  Commission  concerning  the 
application  of  the  Public  Service 
Company  of  Colorado  for  an  increase  in 
electric  rates.  GSA  represents  the 
interests  of  the  executive  agencies  of  the 
United  States  Government  as  users  of 
utility  services. 

Persons  desiring  to  make  inquiries  to 
GSA  concerning  Ais  case  should  submit 
them  in  writing  to  Albert  A.  Vicchiolla, 
Assistant  General  Counsel, 
Transportation  and  Public  Utilities 
Division,  General  Services 
Administration,  425 1  Street,  N.W.,  Room 
3001,  Washington,  D.C.  (mailing  address: 
General  Services  Administration  (LT), 
Chester  A.  Arthur  Building,  Washington, 
D.C.  20406),  20^.^275-6101,  on  or  before 
July  15, 1981,  and  refer  to  this  notice 
number. 

Persons  making  inquiries  are  put  on 
notice  that  the  making  of  an  inquiry 
shall  not  serve  to  make  any  persons 
parties  of  record  in  the  proceeding. 


(Section  201(a)(4),  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  ^rvices  Act,  40  U.S.C. 
481(a)(4)) 

Dated;  June  5, 1981. 

Ray  Kline, 

Deputy  Administrator  of  General  Services. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17823  Filed  6-12-81;  8:46  am| 

BILUNG  COOE  6820-A-W 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(Serial  Nos.  1-2448, 1-2834, 1-36631 

Idaho;  Partial  Termination  of 
Classification  for  Multiple-Use 
Management 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  81-15614,  appearing  at 
page  28515  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday, 
May  27, 1981,  the  last  line  of  the 
description  for ‘T.  11  N.,  R.  33  E.”  in  the 
brst  column  of  page  28516  should  read. 
“Sec.  12.  NWVaNEV*". 

BILLING  COOE  1606-«1-M 


National  Park  Service 

[INT  FES  81-221 

Appalachian  Power  Company's 
Proposed  765-V  Electric  Transmission 
Line  Crossing  Blue  Ridge  Parkway, 
Virginia;  Availability  of  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Pursuant  to  Section  102(2)(C  ,  f  the 
National  Evironmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  the  National  Park  Service,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  has  prepared 
a  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(FEISJ  on  the  Appalachian  Power 
Company’s  (AFGo)  proposal  to  cross  the 
Blue  Ridge  Parkway  with  a  765-kV 
electric  transmission  line.  The  FEIS 
discusses  alternatives  on  which  a  final 
decision  is  required  before  a  right-of- 
way  permit  to  cross  the  Blue  Ridge 
Parkway  with  the  transmission  line  is 
granted  or  denied. 

The  four  alternatives  considered  are: 

(A)  granting  a  permit  for  crossing  the 
parkway  at  milepost  159.9  which  is  the 
proposal  of  APCo  and  the  preferred 
alternative  of  the  National  Park  Service, 

(B)  granting  a  permit  for  crossing  at 
milepost  187.3,  (C)  granting  a  permit  for 
crossing  at  milepost  164.1,  and  (D)  no 
action. 

A  limited  number  of  copies  are 
available  upon  request  to: 
Superintendent,  Blue  Ridge  Parkway, 
700  Northwestern  Bank  Bailing, 
Asheville,  North  Carolina  28801, 
Telephone:  (704)  258-2850;  FTS:  672- 
2850 
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Regional  Director,  Southeast  Region, 
National  Park  Service,  75  Spring 
Street,  SW,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30303, 
Telephone:  (404)  221-5835;  FTS:  242- 
5835 

Public  reading  copies  will  be  available 
for  review  at  the  following  locations  as 
well  as  the  above  two  locations: 

Office  of  Public  Affairs,  National  Park 
Service,  U.S.  Department  of  the 
Interior,  18th  and  C  Streets,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  20240;  Telephone; 
(202)  343-6843 

North  District  Office,  Blue  Ridge 
Parkway,  Richard  H.  Poff  Federal 
Building,  210  Franklin  Road,  SW, 
Roanoke,  Virginia  24008,  Telephone: 
(703)  982-6213;  FTS;  672-0264 
Dated:  May  28. 1981. 

Neal  C.  Guse,  Jr., 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Southeast  Region. 

im  Doc.  81-17745  Filed  6-i2-81: 8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  4310-70-M 


Yellowstone  National  Park,  Wyo.; 

Notice  of  Intention  To  Negotiate 
Concession  Contract 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Section  5 
of  the  Act  of  October  9, 1965  (79  Stat. 

969;  16  U.S.C.  20),  public  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  on  or  before  August  31, 1981, 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  through 
the  Regional  Director,  Rocky  Mountain 
Region,  National  Park  Service,  proposes 
to  negotiate  a  concession  contract  with 
a  qualified  concessioner  to  provide 
lodging,  food  and  merchandise  facilities 
and  services  for  the  public  at 
Yellowstone  National  Park,  Wyoming, 
for  a  period  of  five  (5)  years  from 
November  1, 1981,  through  October  31, 
1986. 

An  assessment  of  the  environmental 
impact  of  this  proposed  action  has  been 
made  and  it  has  been  determined  that  it 
will  not  significantly  a^ect  the  quality  of 
the  environment,  and  that  it  is  not  a 
major  Federal  action  having  a 
significant  impact  on  the  environment 
under  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969.  The  environmental 
assessment  and  finding  of  no  significant 
impact  may  be  reviewed  at  the 
following  location:  National  Park 
Service,  Rocky  Mountain  Regional 
Office,  Concessions  Management 
Division,  655  Parfet  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado  80225. 

These  concession  facilities  are 
currently  being  operated  under  a  two- 
year  interim  contract  with  TWA 
Services,  Inc.,  which  expires  by 
limitation  of  time  on  October  31, 1981. 
This  interim  contract  does  not  provide 
for  any  preferential  right  to  a  new 
contract. 


The  Secretary  will  consider  and 
evaluate  all  proposals  received  as  a 
result  of  this  notice.  Any  proposal, 
including  that  of  the  existing 
concessioner,  must  be  postmarked  or 
hand  delivered  on  or  before  August  31, 
1981. 

Interested  parties  should  contact  the 
Regional  Director,  Rocky  Mountain 
Region,  655  Parfet  Street,  Denver, 
Colorado  80225,  for  information  as  to  the 
requirements  of  the  proposed  contract. 

Dated:  May  8, 1981. 

Lorraine  Mintzmyer, 

Regional  Director,  Rocky  Mountain  Region. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17901  Filed  6-12-81;  10:24  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4310-70-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

IVol.  No.  OPY-2-099] 

Motor  Carrier  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  operating  rights 
applications,  filed  on  or  after  July  3, 

1980,  are  filed  in  connection  with 
pending  finance  applications  under  49 
U.S.C.  10926, 11343  or  11344.  The 
applications  are  governed  by  Special 
Rule  252  of  the  Commission’s  General 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.252). 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  Persons  submitting 
protests  to  applications  filed  in 
connection  with  pending  finance 
applications  are  requested  to  indicate 
across  the  front  page  of  all  documents 
and  letters  submitted  that  the  involved 
proceeding  is  directly  related  to  a 
finance  application  and  the  finance 
docket  number  should  be  provided.  A 
copy  of  any  application,  together  with 
applicant’s  supporting  evidence,  can  be 
obtained  from  any  applicant  upon 
request  and  payment  to  applicant  of 
$10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  However,  the 
Commission  may  have  modified  the 
application  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings:  With  the  exceptions  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  unresolved  fitness  questions, 
and  jurisdictional  problems)  we  find, 
preliminarily,  that  each  applicant  has 
demonstrated  that  its  proposed  service 
warrants  a  grant  of  the  application 
under  the  governing  section  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able 
properly  to  perform  the  service  proposed 


and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  ^ 
Title  49,  Subtitle  IV,  United  States  Code, 
and  the  Commission’s  regulations. 

Except  where  specifically  noted,  this 
decision  is  neither  a  major  Federal 
action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment  nor  a  major 
regulatory  action  under  the  Energy 
Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  as  to  the  finance  application 
or  to  the  following  operating  rights 
applications  directly  related  thereto 
filed  within  45  days  of  publication  of 
this  decision-notice  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authority  will  be  issued  to 
each  applicant  (except  where  the 
application  involves  duly  noted 
problems)  upon  compliance  with  certain 
requirements  which  will  be  set  forth  in  a 
notification  of  effectiveness  of  this 
decision-notice.  Within  60  days  after 
publication  an  applicant  may  file  a 
verified  statement  in  rebuttal  to  any 
statement  in  opposition. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  the  time 
period  specifed  in  the  notice  by 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

Dated;  June  8, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

MC  154713,  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  DUMONT  TRUCKING,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2591,  Anniston,  AL  36202. 
Representative:  James  M.  Burtch,  100  E. 
Broad  St,,  Columbus,  OH  43215. 
Transporting  (1)  metal  products,  (2)  ores 
and  minerals,  (3)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  (4)  chemicals  and  related 
products,  (5)  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  (6)  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products,  (7)  machinery,  (8) 
building  materials,  and  (9)  those 
commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special 
handling  or  equipment,  between  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 
CO,  OK,  and  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

Note. — ^This  application  is  directly  related 
to  MC-F-14632  Darrell  D.  Detty-Control- 
Dumont  Trucking,  Inc.,  pursuant  to  Ex  Parte 
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No.  55  (Sub-No.  46),  published  in  this  same 
Federal  Register  issue. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17S13  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  7035-ei-M 


[Vol.  No.  OPY-2-100] 

Motor  Carrier  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  seek  approval  to 
consolidate,  purchase,  merge,  lease 
operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  of  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  11343  or  11344, 

Also,  applications  directly  related  to 
these  motor  finance  applications  (such 
as  conversions,  gateway  eliminations, 
and  securities  issuances]  may  be 
involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Commission’s 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240).  See 
Ex  Parte  55  (Sub-No.  44),  Rules 
Governing  Applications  Filed  By  Motor 
Carriers  Under  49  U.S.C.  11344  and 
11349,  363  LCC.  740  (1981).  These  rules 
provide  among  other  things,  that 
opposition  to  die  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  within  45  days  after  the  date 
of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  meet  the 
requirements  of  Rule  242  of  the  special 
rules  and  shall  include  the  certification 
required. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.241.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant’s 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00,  in 
accordance  with  49  CFR  1100.241(d). 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  will  not  be  accepted  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  However,  the 
Commission  may  modify  the  operating 
authority  involved  in  the  application  to 
conform  to  the  Commission’s  policy  of 
simplifying  grants  of  operating  authority. 

We  find,  with  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  impediments  (e.g., 
jurisdictional  problems,  unresolved 
fitness  questions,  questions  involving 
possible  unlawful  control,  or  improper 
divisions  of  operating  rights)  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated,  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344,  and  11349,  and  with  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations,  that 


the  proposed  transaction  should  be 
authorized  as  stated  below.  Except 
where  specifically  noted  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  afiecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  does  it  appear 
to  qualify  as  a  major  regulatory  action 
under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
to  any  application  directly  related 
thereto  filed  within  45  days  of 
publication.(or,  if  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed),  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (unless  the  application 
involves  impediments)  upon  compliance 
with  certain  requirements  which  will  be 
set  forth  in  a  notification  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice.  To 
the  extent  that  the  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  the  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right. 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  ail 
conations  set  forth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  Ae  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
efiectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

Dated:  June  8, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
1,  Members  Parker,  Chandler,  and  Fortier. 
Agatha  L  Mergenovkh, 

Secretary, 

MC  F-14632,  filed  May  12. 1981. 
DARREL  D.  DETTY  (Individual)  P.O. 
Box  258,  Oak  Hill,  OH,  45656— 
Continuance  in  Control — ^DUMONT 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2591, 
Anniston,  AL  36202.  Representative: 
James  M.  Burtch,  100  E.  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Mr.  Detty  seeks 
authority  to  continue  in  control  of 
Dumont  upon  the  institution  by  Dumont 
of  operations,  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  as  a  motor  common  carrier. 
Mr.  Detty  is  a  non-carrier  who  also 
controls  Grant  Trucking,  Inc.,  a  motor 
common  carrier.  Docket  Number  MC- 
13134  and  subs  thereto,  which 
authorizes  the  transportation  of  general 
and  specified  commodities,  over 
irregular  routes,  in  all  states  except  AK 
and  HI.  Impediment:  The  operating 
rights  of  Grant  Trucking,  Inc.,  duplicates 
to  a  certain  extent  the  authority  sought 
by  Dumont  Trucking,  Inc.  in  MC-154713. 
Approval  and  authorization  of  this 
transaction  is,  therefore  conditioned 
upon  applicant  (a)  setting  forth  all 
duplicaticms  and  a  plan  for  the 
elimination  of  such  duplications,  or  (b) 
submitting  an  affadavit  setting  forth 
cogent  and  acceptable  reasons  why 


duplicate  operating  rights  imder 
common  control  should  be  permitted  to 
continue.  See  49  CFR  1134.51. 

Note. — Dumont  has  filf  d  as  a  directly 
related  application  its  initial  common  carrier 
application.  That  application  dodceted  MC- 
154713,  is  published  in  this  same  Federal 
Register  issue. 

(FR  Doc.  n-17614  Filed  6-12-81;  6:46  aa| 

BILLING  CODE  TOSS-OMI 


Motor  Carrier;  Temporary  Auttiority 
Application 

Important  Notices 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  Section  10928  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These 
rules  provides  that  cm  original  and  two 
(2)  copies  of  protests  to  an  application 
may  be  filed  with  the  Regional  Ofiice 
named  in  the  Federal  Register 
publication  no  later  than  the  15th 
calendar  day  after  the  date  the  notice  of 
the  filing  of  the  application  is  published 
in  the  F^eral  Register.  One  copy  of  the 
protest  must  be  served  on  the  applicant, 
or  its  authorized  representative,  if  any, 
and  the  protestant  must  certify  that  such 
service  as  been  made.  The  protest  must 
identify  the  operating  authority  upon 
which  it  is  predicated,  specifying  the 
“MC’  docket  and  “Sub”  number  and 
quoting  the  particular  portion  of 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
protestant  shall  specify  the  service  it 
can  and  will  provide  and  the  amount 
and  type  of  equipment  it  will  make 
available  for  use  in  connection  with  the 
service  contemplated  by  the  TA 
application.  The  weight  accorded  a 
protest  shall  be  governed  by  the 
completeness  and  pertinence  of  the 
Protestant's  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  spedfically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the 
quality  of  the  hiunan  environment 
resulting  firom  approval  of  its 
application. 

A  copy  of  the  applications  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  ICC 
Regional  Office  to  which  protests  are  to 
be  transmitted. 

Note. — ^All  applications  seek  authority  to 
operate  as  a  common  oarrier  over  irregular 
routes  except  as  otherwise  noted. 

Motor  Cartiers  of  Property 

Notice  No.  F-128 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  region  I.  Send  F^tests  To:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Regional 
Authority  Center,  150  Causeway  Street, 
Room  501,  Roston,  MA  02114. 
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MC  146046  (Sub-1-4TA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  INTERCOASTAL 
LINES,  LTD.,  200  Foxhunt  Crescent, 
Syosset,  NY  11791.  Representative: 
Eugene  M.  Malkin,  Suite  1832,  Two 
World  Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY 
10048.  Contract  carrier:  Irregular  routes: 
such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  retail 
stores,  {!)  between  Hammon,  IN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Dallas  and 
Houston.  TX;  Los  Angeles  and  San 
Francisco,  CA:  Denver,  CO;  Secaucus, 

NJ:  and  Syracuse,  NY;  and  (2)  between 
St.  Louis,  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Baltimore,  MD;  Buffalo,  NY; 
and  Jacksonville,  FL,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Lever  Brothers  Co.  of 
New  York,  NY.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Lever  Brothers  Co.,  290  Park  Ave.,  New 
York.  NY  10022. 

MC  59264  (Sub-1-7TA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  SMITH  &  SOLOMON 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  How  Lane— 
P.O.  Box  2015,  New  Brunswick,  NJ  08903. 
Representative:  Zoe  Ann  Pace,  Esq., 
Zelby,  Burstein,  Hartman  &  Burstein, 

Suit  2373,  One  World  Trade  Center, 

New  York,  NY  10048.  (1)  Alcoholic 
liquors  and  (2)  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment  used  in  the  manufacture, 
distribution  and  sales  of  alcoholic 
liquors  ft'om  Hartford,  CT  to  points  and 
places  in  the  States  of  NY,  NJ,  PA,  DE, 
MD,  VA,  &  DC.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Hoffman  Import  &  Distribution  Co.,  396 
Veterans  Blvd.,  Carlstadt,  NJ  07072. 

MC  108359  (Sub-1-3TA).  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant:  WESTERN  NEW  YORK 
MOTOR  UNES,  INC.,  d.b.a.  EMPIRE 
TRAILWAYS,  67  Chestnut  St.. 

Rochester,  NY  14604.  Representative: 
Lawrence  E.  Lindeman,  425 13th  St., 

N.V/.,  Suite  1032,  Washington,  DC  20004. 
Common  carrier:  Regular  routes: 
Passengers  and  their  baggage  and 
express  and  newspapers  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers  (1)  between 
Albany,  NY  and  S3n'acuse,  NY,  as 
follows:  from  Albany  over  Interstate 
Hwy.  90  to  Interstate  Hwy.  690,  then 
over  Interstate  Hwy.  690  to  Syracuse 
(also  from  Albany  over  Interstate  Hwy. 
87  to  Interstate  Hwy.  90  (Interchange 
24):  from  junction  Interstate  Hwy.  90  and 
Interstate  Hwy.  890  (Interchange  25)  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy.  90  and 
Interstate  Hwy.  890  (Interchange  26); 
from  junction  Interstate  Hwy.  90  and 
New  York  Hwy.  30  over  New  York  Hwy. 
30  to  Amsterdam;  from  junction 
Interstate  Hwy.  90  and  New  York  Hwy. 
30A  over  New  York  Hwy.  30A  via 
Fultonville  to  Fonda;  from  junction 
Interstate  Hwy.  90  and  Interstate  Hwy. 
790  over  Interstate  Hwy.  790  to  Utica; 
from  junction  Interstate  Hwy.  90  and 
Interstate  Hwy,  481  over  Interstate  Hwy. 
481  to  Interstate  Hwy.  690,  then  over 


Interstate  Hwy,  690  to  Syracuse;  and 
from  junction  Interstate  Hwy.  90  and 
Interstate  Hwy,  81  over  Interstate  Hwy. 

81  to  Syracuse,  and  return,  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  and  (2)  between 
Erie,  PA  and  Cleveland,  OH,  as  follows: 
from  Erie  over  Interstate  Hwy.  79  to 
Interstate  Hwy.  90,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy.  90  to  Cleveland,  and  return, 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  There 
are  14  statements  in  support  attached  to 
this  application  which  may  be  examined 
at  the  ICC  Regional  Office  in  Boston, 

MA. 

MC  142114  (Sub-1-9TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  RETAIL  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  Sturart  Road,  Chelmsford,  MA 
01824.  Representative:  Frank  M. 

Cushman,  36  South  Main  Street,  Sharon, 
MA  02067.  Contract  Carrier:  Irregular 
routes:  Paper  boxes,  materials, 
equipment,  supplies  and  machinery 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  shipping  of 
paper  boxes  between  points  in  the  48 
contiguous  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Universal  Folding  Box 
Company,  Inc.,  of  Hoboken,  NJ. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Universal  Folding 
Box  Company,  Inc.,  Madison  Ave.  and 
13th  St.,  Hoboken,  NJ  07030. 

MC  156136  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  May  26, 
1981.  Applicant:  RAY  KING 
TRANSPORTATION,  229  Cadwell 
Road,  Pittsfield,  MA  01201. 
Representative:  Jack  L.  Schiller,  502 
Flatbush  Avenue,  Brooklyn,  NY  11225. 
Contract  carrier:  irregular  route:  Toys 
and  hobby  craft  from  the  facilities  of 
Kay  Bee  Toy  &  Hobby  Shops,  Inc. 
located  at  or  near  Lee,  MA  to  the 
facilities  of  Kay  Bee  Toy  &  Hobby 
Shops,  Inc.  located  at  or  near  Phoenix, 
AZ,  Hemet  and  Fairfield,  CA,  Miami,  FL, 
Pordand,  OR,  Corpus  Christi,  Houston, 
Killene  and  Victoria,  TX,  and  Seattle 
and  Spokane,  WA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Kay  Bee  Toy  &  Hobby 
Shops,  Inc,  of  Lee,  MA.  Supporting 
shipper:  Kay  Bee  Toy  &  Hobby  Shops, 
Inc.,  Route  102,  Lee,  MA  01238. 

MC  156278  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROBERT  ELLIOT,  d.b.a. 
Elliot  Trucking  Co.,  7  Payson  Street, 
Billerica,  MA  01821.  Representative: 
Hughan  R.  H.  Smith,  26  Kenwood  Place, 
Lawrence,  MA  01841.  Contract  carrier: 
irregular  routes:  Fumiture-all  kinds, 
from  Cambridge,  MA  to  all  points  in 
MA.  RI.  CT,  NH,  VT.  ME,  NY  and  NJ. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Bornstein  &  Fisher,  Inc.  of  Cambridge, 
MA  02141.  Supporting  shipper:  Bornstein 
&  Fisher,  Inc.,  l^st  Street,  Cambridge, 
MA  02141. 

MC  156203  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  May  29, 
1981.  Applicant:  PROGRESSIVE  PIER 
DELIVERY,  INC.,  d.b.a.  PPD,  Inc.,  1 
Freeman  St.,  Newark,  NJ  07105. 


Representative:  Harold  L.  Reckson,  33- 
28  Halsey  Rd.,  Fair  Lawn,  NJ  07410. 
Plastic  materials,  between  Monaca,  PA. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  CT  and  NJ,  and  that  part  of  NY 
on  and  south  of  Hwy.  1-90  and  on  and 
east  of  Hwy.  1-87.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Arco  Polymers,  Inc.,  1500  Market  St., 
Philadelphia,  PA  19101, 

MC  151078  (Sub-1-5TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  COASTAL  FAST 
FREIGHT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  445,  Jersey 
City,  NJ  07303.  Representative:  Owen  B. 
Katzman,  1828  L  Street,  NW.,  Suite  1111, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Contract 
carrier.  Irregular  routes:  Pile  fabrics 
from  Jacksboro,  TN,  to  New  York,  NY, 
Philadelphia,  PA,  and  points  in  NJ,  NC, 
and  SC,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Furtex  Corporation  of  Jacksboro, 

TN.  Supporting  shipper(s):  Furtex 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  400,  Jacksboro, 

TN  37757. 

MC  3252  (Sub-1-4TA).  filed  May  29, 
1981.  Applicant:  MERRILL  TRANSPORT 
CO.,  1037  Forest  Avenue,  Portland,  ME 
04104.  Representative:  Francis  E.  Barrett, 
Jr.,  Esq.,  10  Industrial  Park  Road, 
Hingham,  MA  02043.  Synthetic  Resins, 
in  bulk,  from  Louisville,  KY  to  Brewer, 
ME.  Supporting  shipper:  Eastern  Fine 
Paper,  Inc.,  Division  of  Eddy  Paper 
Company  Limited,  P.O.  Box  129,  South 
Main  Street,  Brewer,  ME  04412. 

MC  57434  (Sub-l-lTA).  filed  June  3. 
1981.  Applicant:  TRANS-STAR 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  25  Industrial 
Road,  Walpole,  MA  02081. 
Representative:  Jack  L.  Schiller,  502 
Flatbush  Avenue,  Brooklyn,  New  York 
11225.  Contract  Carrier:  Irregular  route 
(1)  Propeller  Blade  Castings  from 
Hoboken,  NJ  to  the  facilities  of  Bird- 
Johnson  Co.  located  at  or  near  Walpole, 
MA.  (2)  Shafting  and  Machine  Parts 
from  the  facilities  of  Bird-Johnson  Co. 
located  at  or  near  Walpole,  MA  to  Bath, 
ME,  under  a  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Bird-Johnson  Co.  of  Walpole,  MA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Bird-Johnson 
Company,  110  Norfolk  Street,  Walpole, 
MA  02081. 

MC  153124  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  COMPANIES 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  186, 

Lincoln  Park,  New  Jersey  07035,  201- 
785-9030.  Representative:  Michael  A. 
Wargula,  Esq.,  25.50  Main  Place  Tower, 
Buffalo,  New  York  14202,  716-845-6066. 
Contract  carrier,  irregular  route; 
transporting  (1)  meat,  meat  products, 
meat  byproducts,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as 
described  in  sections  A  &  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C  209  and 
766.  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  and 
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(2)  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  distribution 
of  the  commodities  described  in  (1) 
above,  between  Lexington,  Nebraska  on 
the  one  hand,  and  points  in  the  United 
States  on  the  other  hand,  under 
continuing  contracts  with  Comland 
Dressed  Beef  Company  of  Lexington, 
Nebraska.  Supporting  shipper  Comland 
Dressed  Beef  Company,  Box  130, 
Lexington,  Nebraska  68850. 

MC 156007  (Sub-l-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  P.I.B.  TRUCKING,  INC.. 
26  Locust  Street,  Danvers,  MA  01923. 
Representative:  John  F.  O’Donnell, 

Barrett  and  O’Donnell,  60  Adams  St., 

P.O.  Box  238,  Milton,  MA  02187.  (IJ 
Lumber,  between  points  in  AL,  CT,  DE, 
DC,  FL,  G.A,  IL,  IN,  LA,  KA,  KY,  MA,  MD, 
ME,  MI,  MS,  NC,  NH,  NJ,  NY,  OH,  PA, 

RI,  SC,  TN.  VA,  VT.  WI,  WV;  (2)  wood 
products  and  metal  products,  between 
points  in  CT.  IL,  IN,  MA,  MD,  ME,  MO, 
NH,  NY.  OH.  PA,  RI,  SC.  TN,  VT;  and  (3) 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  AL,  GA,  ME,  NC,  VA. 
Supporting  shippers:  Husband 
Contracting,  403  Roberta,  St.  Charles, 

MO  63301;  Rossco  Forest  Products,  1775 
Williston  Road,  So.  Burlington,  VT 
05401;  Wood  Fabricators,  Inc.,  Iron 
Horse  Park,  N.  Billerica,  MA  01862. 

MC  154447  (Sub-l-lTAJ,  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant:  AAXON  INDUSTRIAL 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  93,  Iselin,  NJ  08830. 
Representative:  Linda  Paulin,  404  Sixth 
Ave.,  Belmar,  NJ  07719.  Waste  materials 
and  hazardous  materials  between  all 
points  east  of  the  Mississippi  River. 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Raritan  River 
Steel  Co..  225  Ehn  St,  Perth  Amboy,  NJ 
08862;  The  Reader’s  Digest  Assoc.,  Inc., 
Route  117,  Chappaqua,  NY  10514. 

MC  153724  (Sub-l-lTA).  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant:  BUFFALO 
DOWNTOWN  DUMP  TRUCK  SERVICE 
&  SUPPLIES.  INC.,  113  Gillettee  Ave., 
Buffalo,  NY  14214.  Representative;  Paul 
Harrison  (same  as  applicant).  Coke, 
graphite,  scrap,  and  carbon  and  graphite 
electrodes  from  Niagara  Falls,  NY  and 
St.  Mary’s.  PA  to  various  points  in  PA, 
OH.  IL  IN,  NJ.  NC,  SC,  MD  &  DE. 
Supporting  shipper{s):  Airco  Carbon, 

Inc.,  4861  Packard  Rd.,  Niagara  Falls,  NY 
14302. 

MC  138861  (Sub-1-23TA),  filed  May 
29. 1981.  Applicant:  C-LINE,  LNC..  303 
Jefferson  Blvd.,  Warwick,  RI  02888. 
Representative:  Ronald  N.  Cobert,  1730 
M  Street,  N.W.,  Suite  501,  Washington. 
D.C.  20036.  Contract  Carrier:  Irregular 
routes:  Fresh  Fruits  and  Frozen  Juices, 
between  Lincoln,  RI,  on  the  one  hancir- 
and,  on  the  other,  Arcadia,  Atlanta  and 
Augusta,  GA,  and  points  in  FL  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Juice 
Services,  Inc.,  of  Lincoln,  RI.  Supporting 


shipper  Juice  Services,  Inc.,  Blackstone 
Valley  Way,  Lincoln,  RI  02865. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  region  2.  Send  protests  to:  ICC,  Fed. 
Res.  Bank  Bldg.,  101  North  7th  St.,  Rm. 

620,  Philadelphia,  PA  19106, 

MC  150954  (Sub-II-2lTA),  filed  March 
3, 1981.  Applicant:  TRAVIS 
TRANSPORTA'nON,  INC.,  123  Coulter 
Ave.,  Ardmore,  PA  19003. 

Representative:  William  E.  Collier,  8918 
Tesoro  Drive,  Suite  515,  San  Antonio, 

TX  78217.  (1)  Ceramic  title  (STCC  32); 

(2)  Plumbers  goods,  accessories  and 
related  articles  (STCC  34  STCC  46);  (3) 
Automotive  parts,  cast  iron  (STCC  37), 
from  Laredo.  TX  (Ex-Mexico)  to  points 
in  IN.  LA.  KS,  KY.  MI.  NE,  NJ.  NY.  NC, 
OH,  OK.  SC,  VA  and  WI,  for  270  days. 
Underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
operating  authority.  Applicant  intends  to 
interline  with  another  carrier  at  San 
Antonio  and  Houston,  TX.  Supporting 
shipper.  North  American  Orion 
Corporation,  Dallas  Trademart,  P.O.  Box 
58716,  Dallas,  TX  75258;  Fabricas  Orion, 
S.A.,  Ave  Colon  2712  PIE.,  Monterrey, 

N.L.  Mexico  76-70-47. 

MC  15563a'  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  June  2. 
1981,  Applicant:  A  &  F  TRUCKING, 

INC.,  604  N.  3rd  St.,  Cleirksburg,  WV 
26301.  Representative:  James  D.  Gray. 
P.O.  Box  2190,  Clarksburg,  WV  26301. 
Class,  flat,  not  bent;  NMF  Item 
86730(1)(2)(3),  firom  Taylor  &  Harrison 
Counties,  WV  to  pts.  and  places  in  WA, 
OR,  CA.  ID.  NV,  AZ.  UT.  MT,  WY.  CO. 
NM.  ND.  SD.  NE.  KS.  OK,  TX.  and 
return,  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  AFG  Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
929,  Kingport,  TN  37662. 

MC  140243  (Sub-II-6TA).  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  APPLE  HOUSE.  INC., 
3726  Bimey  Ave.,  Scranton,  PA  18505. 
Representative:  Peter  Wolff,  722  Pittston 
Ave.,  Scranton,  PA  18505.  Cleaning 
compounds  (except  cleaning  compounds 
in  bulk)  between  Port  Jervis,  NY  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
FL.  GA,  NC,  SC  and  VA  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipperjs):  Barrier  Industries. 
Inc.,  200  E.  Main  St.,  Port  Jervis,  NY 
12771. 

MC  123255  (Sub-n-8TA),  filed  June  4. 
1981.  Applicant:  B  &  L  MO'TOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  1984  Coffinan  Rd., 
Newark,  OH  43055.  Representative: 
Phillip  D.  Patterson  (same  as  applicant). 
Precast  concrete  products  and  material 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  installation  thereof, 
between  Columbus,  OH  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  pts.  in  IL,  IN, 

KY.  MI.  MO.  PA.  TN  and  WV  for  270 
days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  National 


Filigree  Corp^  475  West  44th  St„ 
Countryside,  IL  60525. 

MC  116279  (Sub-n-lTA),  filed  June  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  BLACK  TOANSFER, 
INC.,  206  W.  Main  SL  Appalachia,  VA 
24216.  Representative:  John  E.  Black,  814 
W.  Main  SL  Appalachia,  VA  24216. 
Contract,  irregular  Toilet  preparations, 
cosmetics,  waxes  and  polishes,  brushes 
and  household  specialty  items,  fi'om 
Stanley  Home  Products,  Charlotte,  NC 
to  Appalachia,  VA  and  Sullivan  County, 
TN,  for  270  days.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Applicant 
intends  to  tack.  Under  continuing 
contract  with  Stanley  Home  Products. 
Inc.,  Richmond.  VA.  Supporting  shipper 
Stanley  Home  Products,  Inc.,  5801 
School  Ave.,  Richmond,  VA  23228. 

MC  72069  (Sub-II-13TA).  filed  May  28. 
1981.  Applicant  BLUE  HEN  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  280,  Milford,  DE  19963. 
Representative:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  366 
Executive  Bldg.,  1030  15th  St,  N.W., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Food  and  related 
products,  (1)  From  Pennsauken,  NJ, 
Lancaster,  Nottingham  and  Keimett 
Square,  PA,  and  Waterloo,  WI.  to  points 
in  the  U.S.  located  in  and  east  of 
lA,  MO,  AR  and  TX;  (2)  From  points  in 
the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  WL  IL  KY.  TN 
and  AL  to  Wise  and  Wythe  Counties, 
VA;  and,  (3)  Between  Methuen,  MA  and 
Baltimore  and  Hagerstown,  MD,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  RI, 
CT.  NJ.  NY.  PA.  DE,  MD.  VA,  NC,  SC, 
GA.  FL  OH.  WV.  KY  and  TN.  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  There  are  8 
supporting  shippers’  statements 
attached  to  this  application  that  may  be 
examined  at  the  I%ila.  Regional  office. 

MC  156289  (Sub-n-lTA).  filed  June  3. 
1981.  Applicant:  BUSH  BROKERAGE, 
INC.,  2933  Frazer  Rd.,  Newark,  DE  19702. 
Representative:  Perry  F.  Goldlust  Suite 
913,  901  Market  St.,  Market  Tower, 
Wilmington,  DE  19801.  Contract, 
irregular  Petro-coke,  in  bulk,  in  dump 
trucks,  from  Delaware  City,  DE.  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  Perth 
Amboy  and  Camden,  NJ,  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipperjs):  F.  A. 
Potts  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Pottsville,  PA. 

MC  150080  (Sub-n-8TA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  CONTROLLED 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  367,  Exton, 
PA  19341.  Representative:  Edward  N. 
Button,  580  Northern  Ave.,  Hagerstown, 
MD  21740.  Irregular;  Pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  from  Big  Island.  VA  to 
Philadelphia,  Tullytowm,  and 
Montgomeryville,  PA.  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Keating 
Fibre  Incorporated.  15  Ridge  Pike, 
Conshohocken,  PA  19428. 


31362 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  114  /  Monday,  June  15,  1981  /  Notices 


MC  140889  (Sub-lI-15TA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  FIVE  STAR 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  4720  Beidler  Rd., 
Willoughby,  OH  44094.  Representative: 
Ignatius  B.  Trombetta,  1220  Williamson 
Bldg.,  Cleveland,  OH  44114.  Type  of 
service:  Contract,  irregular:  furniture 
and  accessory  items  from  points  in  NC, 
TN,  MI,  CA,  PA,  IN,  IL  and  MS  to 
facilities  located  in  Cuyahoga  and 
Summit  Counties,  OH  under  continuing 
contractfs]  with  Beacon  Company  and 
Northeast  Furniture  Rental  and  Leasing, 
Inc.  of  Akron,  OH  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Beacon 
Company  and  Northeast  Furniture 
Rental  &  Leasing,  Inc.,  71  Darrow  Rd., 
Akron,  OH  44305. 

MC  156220  (Sub-2-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981,  Applicant:  G.T.S.  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  1219  Cornwell  Ave.,  Cornwells 
Heights,  PA  19020.  Representative:  Alan 
Kahn,  1430  Land  Title  Bldg., 

Philadelphia,  PA  19110.  Pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  and  printed  matter, 
between  points  in  the  Philadelphia,  PA 
commercial  zone,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  DE,  MD,  NJ,  NY, 
PA,  VA  and  DC,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s):  There 
are  seven  supporting  shippers’ 
statements  attached  to  this  application 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  Phila. 
Regional  office. 

MC  109448  (Sub-II-8TA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  PARKER  TRANSFER 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  256,  Elyria,  OH 
44036.  Representative:  David  A.  Turano, 
Baker  &  Hostetler,  100  E.  Broad  St., 
Columbus,  OH  43215.  Such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers 
and  distributors  of  heating  and  air- 
conditioning  units  (except  commodities 
in  bulk)  between  St.  Louis,  MO, 
including  pts  in  its  commercial  zone,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  pts  in 
the  U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI)  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Intertherm, 
Inc.,  10820  Summerset  Office  Dr.,  St. 
Louis,  MO  63127. 

MC  2202  (Sub-II-26TA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROADWAY  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  471, 1077  Gorge  Blvd., 
Akron,  OH  44309.  Representative: 
William  O.  Turney,  Suite  1010,  7101 
Wisconsin  Ave.,  Washington,  DC  20014, 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment)-.  Between  Lamar,  MO  and 
points  in  its  conunercial  zone  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  Joplin,  MO  for 
270  days.  Applicant  proposes  to  tack  the 
authority  sought  herein  with  its  regular 


routes  at  Joplin,  MO.  Applicant  proposes 
to  interline  at  existing  gateways 
throughout  its  system.  Supporting 
shipper:  O’Sullivan  Industries,  Inc.,  19th 
and  Gulf  Streets,  Lamar,  MO  64759. 

MC  146807  (Sub-II-22TA},  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  S  n  W  ENTERPRISES, 
INC.,  P.O,  Box  1131,  Wilkes  Barre,  PA 
18702.  Representative:  Paul  Seleski 
(same  as  above).  General  Commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  &■  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment)  between  points  in 
PA,  NJ,  TX,  AL,  GA,  OH,  IL,  NC,  SC, 

VA,  WV,  &  IN,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
Bednarski  Furniture,  2  East  Main  St., 
Plymouth,  PA„  International  Foundry 
Supply,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1053,  Reading,  PA 
19603, 

MC  156245  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROBERT  N.  TOOMEY, 
JR.,  d.b.a.  R.  N.  TOOMEY,  JR., 
TRUCKING,  166  Highland  Rd.,  York,  PA 
,17403.  Representative:  Edward  N. 

Button,  580  Northern  Ave.,  Hagerstown, 
MD  21740.  Metal  Products,  between  the 
facilities  of  The  Billy  Penn  Corp., 
located  at  or  near  Philadelphia,  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  VA,  NC,  SC,  GA,  and  FL,  for  270  days. 
An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Suppiorting  shipper:  The  Billy 
Penn  Corp.,  1831  N.  Fifth  St., 

Philadelphia,  PA  19122. 

MC  127820  (Sub-n-lTA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  TRANS-SERVICE,  INC., 
1943  S.  Lawn  Ext.,  Coshocton,  OH  43812. 
Representative:  James  Duvall,  P.O.  Box 
97,  Dublin,  OH  43017.  Lumber,  plywood 
and  building  materials,  between  points 
in  the  US  for  270  days.  Restricted  to 
movements  originating  at  or  destined  to 
facilities  used  by  Empire  Wholesale 
Lumber  Co.  Supporting  shipper:  Empire 
Wholesale  Lumber  Co.,  P.O.  Box  249, 

162  Gault  St.,  Akron,  OH  44309. 

MC  113024  (Sub-II-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  ARLINGTON  J. 
WILLIAMS,  INC.,  1398  S.  DuPont 
Highway,  Smyrna,  DE,  Representative: 
James  H.  Sweeney,  P.O.  Box  9023, 

Lester,  PA  19113.  Contract:  Irregular: 
Food  and  related  products  (including  pet 
food),  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  food  and  related 
products,  between  the  facilities  of  Swift 
&  Company  at  Chicago,  Elk  Grove 
Village  and  Momence,  IL;  Kansas  City, 
KS;  Trenton,  MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.,  under  a 
continuing  contractfs)  with  Swift  & 
Company,  Chicago,  IL  Supporting 
shipper.  Swift  &  Company,  Chicago,  IL. 


'The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  region  3.  Send  protests  to:  ICC, 
Regional  Authority  Center,  P.O.  Box 
7600,  Atlanta,  GA  30357. 

MC  153180  (Sub-3-2TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  M  &  T  DRUM  SERVICE, 
INC.,  Route  4,  Box  1230,  Huntersville, 

NC  28078.  Representative:  William  P. 
Farthing,  Jr.,  1100  Cam^n-Brown 
Building,  Charlotte,  NC  28204.  Chemical 
Waste  Materials,  from  points  in  VA, 

NC,  and  SC  to  EL  Dorado,  AR.  There  are 
nine  statements  of  support  which  may 
be  examined  at  the  ICC  Regional  Office, 
Atlanta,  GA, 

MC  138157  (Sub-3-S3TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL  INC.,  d.b.a. 
SOUTHWEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  2931 
South  Market  Street,  Chattanooga,  TN 
37410. -Representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn 
(same  as  above).  Hollow  micron 
balloons  and  materials,  equipment,  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture, 
production,  and  distribution  of  hollow 
micron  balloons  between  Hamilton 
County,  TN  on  the  one  hand  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States 
(except  AK  &  HI).  Supporting  shipper: 
P.A.  Industries,  P.O.  Box  2370, 
Chattanooga,  TN  37409. 

MC  156067  (Sub-3-lTAJ,  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  CHOCOLATE 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  193  Windsong  Ln., 
Lilbum,  GA  30247.  Representative:  John 

C.  Fudesco,  Suite  960, 1333  New 
Hampshire  Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20036.  Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes 
foods  and  related  products  horn  the 
facilities  of  Hershey  Chocolate 
Company  at  Atlanta,  GA  to  points  in  AL 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Hershey  Chocolate  Company,  a  Division 
of  Hershey  Foods  Corporation, 
Supporting  shipper:  Hershey  Chocolate 
Company,  a  Division  of  Hershey  Foods 
Corporation,  4300  Pleasantdale  Road, 
Doraville,  GA  30340. 

MC  133932  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  CATAWBA  VALLEY 
MOTOR  UNE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  547, 
Conover,  NC  28613.  Representative: 

D.  R.  Beeler,  P.O.  Box  482,  Franklin,  TN 
37064.  Furniture  and  fixtures  from  the 
facilities  of  Laine  Upholstering 
Company,  Inc.,  at  Catawba  County,  NC 
to  points  in  OH,  MI,  KY,  TN,  IN,  VA,  NJ, 
PA,  NY,  MA,  RI,  CT,  NH,  SC,  IL  MO, 
KS,  lA,  NE,  MN,  WI,  OK,  and  TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  Laine  Upholstering 
Company,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2128,  Hwy.  64- 
70  E,  Hickory,  NC  28601. 

MC  155115  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  ANDERSON 
ARMORED  CAR  SERVICE.  INC,,  P.O. 
Box  244,  Anderson,  SC  20622. 
Representative:  Richard  C.  Otter,  P.O. 
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Box  273,  Anderson,  SC  29622.  Contract: 
Irregular:  Precious  metals  and 
machinery  components  made  from 
precious  metals  between  plant  facilities 
of  Owens-Coming  Fiberglas  Corporation 
located  at  Anderson,  SC,  Jackson,  TN, 
Kansas  City,  KS,  Amarillo,  TX, 
Waxahachie,  TX,  Atlanta,  GA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Owens-Coming 
Fiberglas  Corporation,  1  Lake  Erie 
Center/3,  Toledo,  OH  43659. 

MC  148903  (Sub-3-4TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  J  &  M  TANK  UNES, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  544,  Ainericus,  GA  31709. 
Representative:  Ralph  B.  Matthews,  P.O. 
Box  872,  Atlanta.  GA  30301.  (1) 
Granulated  slag,  in  bulk,  in  bags  and  (2) 
Lime  and  marble  chips  in  bags,  (1) 
Carrollton  and  Atlanta,  GA  to  points  in 
TN.  SC  and  FL  and  (2)  from  Sylacauga, 
AL  to  Atlanta,  GA.  Supporting  shipper: 
Standard  Sand  &  Silica  Co.,  4555 
Frederick  Ct.,  S.W.,  Atlanta,  GA  30336. 

MC  155028  (Sub-3-4TA].  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  H&R 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  LNC.,  715  E. 
Court  Street,  P.O.  Box  964,  Marion,  NC 
28752.  Representative:  Eric  Meierhoefer, 
Suite  1000, 1029  Vermont  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20005.  Textile  mill 
products,  between  points  in  McDowell 
County,  NC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Dallas,  TX,  and  Los  Angeles 
and  Turlock,  CA,  and  points  in  their 
commercial  zones.  Supporting 
shipper(s);  American  Thread  Company, 
P.O.  Box  729,  Old  Ford.  NC  28762. 

MC  136123  (Sub-3-17TA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  MEAT  DISPATCH, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  1058,  Palmetto.  FL  33561. 
Representative:  William  L  Bea.sley 
(same  as  above).  (1)  plastic  bags  and 
plastic  articles,  and  (.2)  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  (1)  above,  between  the 
facilities  of  Dixie  Bag  Company,  Inc., 
College  Park,  GA  and  points  in  and  east 
of  ND,  SD.  NE.  KS.  OK,  and  TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  Dixie  Bag  Company, 
Inc.,  4880  Massachusetts  Blvd.,  College 
Park,  GA  30337. 

MC  140902  (Sub-3-5TA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  DPD,  INC.,  3600 
Northwest  82d  Ave.,  Miami,  FJ.  33166. 
Representative:  Dale  A.  Tibbets  (same 
address  as  applicant).  CuntracL 
irregular;  Lumber  between  Detroit,  Ml 
and  Niagara  Falls  and  Buffalo,  NY  (and 
their  respective  commercial  zones)  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  states  of  CT.  DE,  IN.  IL,  MI.  MD,  NJ. 
NY,  OH,  PA,  RI,  WV,  and  DC. 
Supporting  shipper:  84  Lumber 
Company,  P.O.  Box  8484  Eighty-four,  PA 
15330. 

MC  155079  (Sub-3-2TA),  filed  June  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  CURTIS  L.  DODGINS, 
INC.,  Route  1,  Box  393,  Frankliii,  NC 


28734.  Representative:  William  P. 

Farthing,  Jr.,  1100  Cameron-Brown  Bldg., 
Charlotte,  NC  28204.  Contract:  irregular: 
Furniture  and  fixtures,  from  Pulaski, 

VA.  to  points  in  NM,  AZ.  CA,  CO,  WY, 
MT,  OR,  WA,  ID,  NV  and  UT,  under 
continuing  contract  with  Coleman 
Furniture  Corp.  Supporting  shipper: 
Coleman  Furniture  Corp.,  Pulaski, 
Virginia. 

MC  156225  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  June  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  LANIER 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
993,  Gainesville,  GA  30503. 
Representative:  Mark  S.  Gray,  P.O.  Box  - 
872,  Atlanta,  GA  30301.  Prefabricated 
swimming  pools,  accessories  and 
supplies  (including  related  chemicals). 
between  the  facilities  used  by  Major 
Pool  Equipment  Corp.  at  or  near  Clifton, 
NJ,  on  the  one  hand,,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  facilities  used  by  Major  Pool 
Equipment  Corp.  at  or  near  Doraville, 

GA.  Supporting  shipper:  Major  Pool 
Equipment  Corp.,  200  Entin  Rd.,  Clifton, 
NJ  07014. 

MC  134838  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  SOUTH^STERN 
TRANSFER  &  STORAGE  CO.,  INC., 

2561  Plant  Atkinson  Rd.,  Smyrna,  GA 
30080.  Representative:  Walter  S. 

Wallace  (same  address  as  applicant). 
General  Commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 

KS,  OK,  and  TX,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  or  destined  to  the  facilities 
of  Southeast  Precast  Concrete  Products, 
Inc.,  Tucker,  GA.  Supporting  shipper: 
Southeast  Precast  Concrete  Products, 

Inc.,  4478  Greer  Circle,  Tucker,  GA 
30084. 

MC  115841  (Sub-3-54TA),  fUed  June  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  McBridge  Lane,  P.O.  Box  22168, 
Knoxville,  TN  37922.  Representative: 
Michelene  Good  (same  as  above).  (1) 
Food  and  related  products,  (a)  from  the 
facilities  of  Wilson  Foods  Corporation, 
located  at  or  near  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  to 
points  in  LA  and  MS;  and  (b)  between 
Waterloo  and  Columbus  Junction,  lA  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AL,  GA,  LA,  MS,  NC,  SC,  AR,  TN,  and 
KY;  and  (c)  between  Beardstown,  IL  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  LA  and  KY;  and  (d)  between 
Madison,  WI  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  LA,  FL,  and  MS;  and 
(e)  between  Davenport,  LA  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  LA 
and  GA;  and  (f)  between  Denison,  TX  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  LA;  and  (2)  Such  merchandise  as  is 
dealt  in  by  retail  and  wholesale  grocers 
and  food  business  houses,  (a)  between 
Hammond,  IN  and  St.  Louis,  MO  on  the 


one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 

GA,  KY,  LA,  TN,  NC,  SC,  MS,  AL,  and 

FL.  Supporting  shippers;  There  are  5 
statements  of  support  attached  to  this 
application  which  may  be  examined  at 
the  ICC  Regional  Office  in  Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  136315  (Sub-3-12TA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  OLEN  BURRAGE 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  706, 
Philadelphia,  MS  39350.  Representative: 
Fred  W.  Johnson.  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1291, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Building  materials 
from  Harris  County,  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  TX,  OK,  KS,  NE,  SD, 
and  ND.  Supporting  shipper:  Allwoods/ 
Schroeder,  Inc.,  5401  Lawndale, 

Houston,  TX  77012. 

MC  156226  (Sub-3-lTAl,  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant;  SMITH  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  Route  2,  Box  3526,  Plant  City.  FL 
33566.  Representative:  Curtis  Smith 
(same  as  address  as  applicant). 

Contract  Irregular  routes.  General 
Commodities,  between  the  facilities  of 
Carey  Salt  Division  of  Processed 
Minerals  Incorporated,  Hutchinson,  KS, 
and  HUCO  Division  of  Processed 
Minerals  Incorporated,  Tampa,  FL,  on 
the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  KS,  TX,  AR  LA.  KY.  TN.  MS,  AL,  GA. 
NC,  SC,  under  continuing  contract  with 
Processed  Minerals  Incorporated  an 
underlying  ETA’^eeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Processed 
Minerals  Incorporated,  P.O.  Box  459, 
Hutchinson,  KS  67501. 

MC  155917  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  THRIFTY 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  2087, 
Sebastin,  FL  32958.  Representative: 
Joseph  T.  Bambrick.  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  216, 
Douglassville,  PA  19518.  General 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  betw’een;  Camden,  County, 
NJ.  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  within 
DC.  DE.  MD.  NJ.  NY.  and  PA  on  the 
other.  Supporting  shippers:  Malloy 
Warehouse  &  Distribution  Corp.,  8290 
National  Highway,  Pennsauken,  NJ 
08110;  Pioneer  Warehouse  Corp.,  8301 
National  Highway,  Pennsauken,  NJ 
08110. 

MC  114604  (Sub-3-20TA).  filed  June  3. 
1981.  Applicant  CAUDELL 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  L  State 
Farmers  Market  No.  33,  Forest  Park,  GA 
30050.  Representative:  Paula  S.  Davis 
(same  as  applicant).  (1)  Air 
Conditioning,  heating  and  cooling 
equipment,  and  (2)  Component  parts, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  their 
manufacture,  repair,  packaging  and 
distribution  (except  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  which  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment),  between  the 
facilities  of  Feddcrs  Corporation  at  or 
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near  Edison,  N|;  Effingham,  IL; 

Frederick,  MD;  and  Buffalo,  NY;  and 
points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper: 
Fedders  Corporation,  Woodbridge 
Avenue,  Edison,  NJ  08817. 

MG  156294  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  HEjNDRICKS  AND 
ANDERSON,  INC.,  446  West  Cedar  St., 
Franklin,  KY  42134.  Representative:  D. 

R.  Beeler,  P.O.  Box  482,  Franklin,  TN 
37064.  Printed  matter  and  paper 
products  between  Franklin,  KY  and 
Nashville,  TN  on  the  one  hand  and  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK 
and  HI).  Supporting  shippers:  Southern 
Display,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  187,  Franklin,  KY 
42134;  Brown  Printing  Central,  P.O.  Box 
451,  Franklin,  KY  42134. 

MC 146451  (Sub-3-3lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  WHATLEY-WHITE, 
INC.,  230  Ross  Clark  Circle  NE.,  Dothan, 
AL  36302.  Representative:  W.  Larry 
White  (same  address  as  above], 
telephone  (205)  793-9514.  Textile  and 
textile  products,  except  in  bulk,  from  AL 
to  NJ  and  NY,  to  the  facilities  of  Everest 
Textile  Company,  Inc.,  Household 
Industrial  Trading  Corporation  and 
Janaco  Textile  Corporation.  Supported 
by  Everest  Textile  Company,  Inc., 
Household  Industrial  Trading 
Corporation  and  Janaco  Textile 
Corporation,  1212  Avenue  of  the 
Americas,  Suite  802,  New  York,  NY 
10036. 

MC  121598  (Sub-3-5TA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  SHELBYVILLE 
EXPRESS.  INC.,  Old  Railroad  Ave., 
Shelbyville,  TN  37160.  Representative: 
James  G.  Caldwell,  P.O.  Box  100906, 
Nashville,  TN  37210.  Common  carrier, 
regular  routes:  general  commodities, 
except  class  A  and  B  explosives, 
between  Nashville,  TN  and  Tupelo,  MS 
over  (a)  Interstate  Highway  40  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  45  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  45  to  Tupelo,  MS  and 
return  serving  as  intermediate  points, 
those  points  in  MS  on  U.S.  Highway  45, 
(b)  Over  Interstate  Highway  40  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  78  thence 
via  U.S.  Highway  78  to  Tupelo,  MS  and 
return  serv'ing  no  intermediate  points,  (c) 
Over  Interstate  Highway  40  to  its 
junction  with  TN  Highway  22  thence 
over  TN  Highway  22  to  its  junction  with 
U.S.  Highway  45  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  Tupelo,  MS  and  return 
serving  as  intermediate  points  those 
points  along  U.S.  Highway  45  in  MS. 
Supporting  shipper:  There  are  14 
statements  of  support  of  this 
application. 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  take  with  MC 
121398  and  all  subs  thereto  and  to  interline  at 
all  service  points. 

MC  147452  (Sub-3-3TA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  W.D.W.  TRUCKING, 


INC.,  2620  Southwest  66th  Ter., 

Miramar,  FL  33023.  Representative: 

Bruce  E.  Mitchell,  Fifth  Floor,  Lenox 
Towers  South,  3390  Peachtree  Rd.  NE., 
Atlanta,  GA  30326.  Resin  compounds 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  the  production,  sale  or. 
distribution  of  resin  compounds 
between  the  facilities  of  DynaLron 
Corporation  at  or  near  Altanta  and 
points  in  the  United  Stales  in  and  east  of 
TX,  OK,  KS,  NE,  lA,  and  MN.  Supporting 
shipper:  Dynalron  Corporation,  2160 
Hills  Avenue,  Atlanta,  GA  30318. 

MC  151362  (Sub-3-6TA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  E.L.M.  TRUCKING. 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  4048,  Opelika,  AL  36801. 
Representative:  Terry  P.  Wilson,  428 
South  Lawrence  St.,  Montgomery,  AL 
36104.  (1)  Wood  porch  swings,  picnic 
tables,  and  step  ladders,  (2)  Equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  assembly  and 
distributian  of  commodities  described  in 
(1)  above  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  the  facilities  of  M  &  M 
Woodworks  at  or  near  Buena  Vista,  GA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
Birmingham,  AL,  Bridgeton  and  Kansas 
City,  MO,  Prestonburg,  Louisville  and 
Hagerhill,  KY,  Ankeny,  LA,  Indianapolis, 
IN,  and  Carrollton,  TX  and  points  in 
their  commercial  zones.  Supporting 
shipper:  M  &  M  Woodworks,  Rt.  2,  Box 
105,  Plains,  GA  31780. 

MC  112617  (Sub-3-19TA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  36247, 
Louisville,  KY  40233.  Representative: 
Larry  W.  Thompson  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Asphalt,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Marietta,  OH  to 
Parkersburg,  WV  and  Clarksburg,  WV, 
Supporting  shippen  Black  Rock 
Contracting,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1913, 
Charleston,  WV  25327. 

MC  156331  (Sub-3-lTA).  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  M.  D.  ASSOCIATES, 
3220  Phillips  Highway,  Jacksonville,  FL 
32207.  Representative:  Sol  H.  Proctor, 
1101  Blackstone  Building,  Jacksonville, 
FL  32202.  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt 
in  or  used  by  producers  and  distributors 
of  beverages,  between  points  in 
Rockingham  County,  NC  and  Dougherty 
and  Houston  Counties,  GA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  FL  and 
Birmingham,  AL;  and  between 
Rockingham  County,  NC  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Atlanta,  GA. 
Supporting  Shippers:  There  are  15 
supporting  shippers’  statements  on  file 
which  may  be  examined  at  the  l.C.C. 
Regional  Office  in  Atlanta,  GA. 

MC  148362  (Sub-3-12TA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  HAR-BET,  INC.,  7209 
Tara  Blvd.,  Jonesboro,  GA  30236. 


Representative:  O.  L.  Godfrey,  Jr.  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract  Carrier: 
irregular:  general  commodities,  except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  between  all  points  in  and  . 
east  of  MN,  lA,  NE,  KS,  OK  and  TX, 
under  a  continuing  contract(8)  with 
Latex  Specialties,  Inc.  of  Dalton,  GA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Latex  Specialties, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  908,  Dalton,  GA  30720. 

MC  156330  (Sub-3-lTA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  SULUVAN  EXPRESS. 
Route  3,  Box  139B,  Dayton,  TN  37321. 
Representative:  John  R.  Frawley,  Jr., 

Suite  200, 120,Summit  Parkway, 
Birmingham,  AL  35209.  Packaging 
materials,  nursery  supplies,  the  parts, 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  sale  and  distribution  of  nursery 
products;  between  all  points  in  the  U.S.; 
restricted  to  shipments  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Nurseymen’s 
Exchange.  Supporting  shipper: 
Nurserymen’s  Exchange,  2651  Cabrillo 
Hwy.  No.,  Half  Moon  Bay,  CA  94019. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  Region  4.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Complaint  and 
Authority  Branch,  P.O.  Box  2980, 
Chicago,  IL  60604. 

MC  154928  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  KNUTE  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  198  (Hillcrest),  Rochelle. 
IL  61068.  Representative:  William  J. 
Monheim,  P.O.  Box  1756,  Whittier,  CA 
90609.  Contract:  Malt  beverages,  from 
Memphis,  TN,  to  Rockford,  IL.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper.  Domino 
Distributing  Co.,  Inc.,  5136  27th  Ave., 
Rockford,  IL  61109. 

MC  152441  (Sub-4-5TA),  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  WILSON  LEASING, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6946,  2014  14th  St., 
Northwest,  Rochester,  MN  55901. 
Representative:  James  M.  Christenson, 
4444  IDS  Center,  80  South  Eighth  St., 
Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  (1)  Dairy 
products,  such  merchandise  as  is 
handled  by  wholesale  retail  chain 
grocery  business  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  said  commodities 
between  points  in  MN,  Wl,  lA,  IL  and 
OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  AR,  FL,  GA,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS, 
KY,  LA,  MI,  MN,  MS,  MO,  NE,  ND,  OH, 
OK,  SD,  TN.  TX,  VA,  WV  and  WI. 
Supporting  shippers:  The  Kroger  Co., 
1014  Vine  St.,  Cincinnati,  OH  45201; 
Marigold  Foods,  Inc.,  2929  University 
Ave.  Southeast,  Minneapolis,  MN  55414; 
Gold  Bond  Ice  Cream,  Inc.,  808 
Packerland  Dr.,  Green  Bay,  WI  54305. 

MC  150885  (Sub-4-4TA),  filed  June  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  ROBERT  WHEELER. 

Ill,  Rural  Route  3,  Canton,  IL  6il520. 
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Representative:  Thomas  M.,  O’Brien, 
Sullivan  &  Associates,  Ltd.,  10  S.  LaSalle 
Street,  Suite  1600,. Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Machinery  and  core  samples,  between 
points  in  UU  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points;  in  Wise  County,  TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  Freeman  United 
Coal  Mining  Company,  P.O.  Box  570, 
Canton,  IL  61520. 

MC  124987  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed  May  29, 
1981.  Applicant:  EARL  L.  BONSACK 
AND  ELAINE  M.  BONSACK.  d.b.a. 

EARL  L  BONSACK,  512  W.  Plainview 
Rd.,  La  Crosse,  WI  54601. 

Representative:  Joseph  E.  Ludden,  P.O. 
Box  1567, 2707  South  Ave.,  La  Crosse, 

WI  54601.  Glassware  viz:  glass 
containers,  bottles,  between  points  and 
places  in  the  forty-eight  States. 
Supporting  shipper:  Midland  Glass 
Company,  P.O.  Box  577,  Cliffwood,  N.J. 
07721. 

MC  145807  (Sub-4-3TA).  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant:  DERBY  TRANSPORT, 
609  First  Avenue  North,  Box  695, 
Weybum,  Saskatchewan,  S4H  IPl. 
Representative:  James  B.  Hovland,  525 
Lumber  Exchange  Bldg.,  Ten  South  Fifth 
Street.  Minneapolis,  MN  55402.  Crushed 
vehicles  and  related  parts  from  points  in 
MT.  MN  and  ND,  to  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Border  Line  between  the 
U.S.  and  Canada  located  in  MT,  MN  and 
ND.  Supporting  shippers:  General  Scrap, 
Box  26,  Group  509  R.R.  5,  Winnipeg. 
Manitoba;  Kar-Basher,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box 
1725,  Fargo.  ND  58102. 

MC  140744  (Sub-4-5TA),  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant:  ARCTIC  AIR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  853  West  Main 
StreeL  Mondovi,  WI  54755. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen.  Jr., 
5200  Willson  Road,  Suite  307, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55424.  Pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  between  Chippewa, 
Eau  Claire  and  Rusk  Counties,  WI.  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 
KS,  OK  and  TX.  Supporting  shipper 
Pope  &  Talbot.  Inc.,  1200  Forest  St.,  Eau 
Claire.  WI  54701. 

MC  156131  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  FOX  TRANSPORT, 

CO.,  303  E.  Orleans  St.,  Paxton,  IL  60957. 
Representative:  William  L  Fox  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Contract 
irregular  Condensers,  equalizers,  or 
exchangers,  and  air  conditioner  water 
cooling  towers,  and  replacement  parts 
from  Paxton,  IL  to  points  in  IN,  LA,  KY. 
MI,  MO,  and  WI.  Restricted  to  traffic 
moving  under  continuing  contract  with 
Baltimore  Aircoil  Co.,  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper  Baltimore  Aircoil  Co.,  Inc.,  R.R. 
#2  P.O.  Box  7,  Paxton.  IL  60957. 

MC  31533  {Sub-4-2TA).  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  SOUTH  BEND 
FREIGHT  LINE,  INC.,  1200  S.  Olive 


Street  P.O.  Box  545,  South  Bend.  IN 
46624.  Representative:  Richard  P.  Wright 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Regular 
routes:  General  Commodities,  (1) 

Between  Chicago,  IL  and  Indianapolis, 

IN:  From  Chicago  over  Interstate  Hwy 
90  to  Junction  Interstate  Hwy  69,  then 
south  over  Interstate  Hwy  69  to 
Indianapolis  and  return  over  the  same 
route  serving  the  intermediate  point  of 
Fort  Wayne,  IN.  From  Chicago  over 
Interstate  Hwy  94  to  Junction  Interstate 
Hwy  65,  then  south  over  Interstate  Hwy 
65  to  Indianapolis  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (2)  Between  Michigan  City, 
IN  and  Indianapolis,  IN;  From  Michigan 
City  over  U.S.  Hwy  421  to  Junction  IN 
Hwy  43,  then  south  over  IN  Hwy  43  to 
Junction  U.S.  Hwy  52,  then  souffieast 
over  U.S.  Hwy  52  to  Indianapolis  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (3)  Between 
South  Bend,  IN  and  Indianapolis.  IN: 
From  South  Bend  over  U.S.  Hwy  31  to 
Indianapolis  and  return  over  the  same 
route:  (4)  Between  Gary,  IN  and  Fort 
Wayne,  IN:  From  Gary  over  Interstate 
Hwy  65  to  Junction  U.S.  Hwy  30,  then 
east  over  U.S.  Hwy  30  to  Fort  Wayne 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  From 
Gary  over  U.S.  Hwy  6  to  Junction 
Interstate  Hwy  69,  then  south  over 
Interstate  Hwy  89  to  Fort  Wayne  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (5)  Between 
South  Bend.  IN  and  Fort  }Nayne,  IN: 
From  South  Bend  over  U.S.  Hwy  33  to 
Fort  Wayne  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  An  underlying  ETA  was  filed. 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  serve  the 
commercial  zones  of  Fort  Wayne  and 
Indianapolis,  IN.  and  will  tack  with  existing 
authority  in  Docket  MC  31533  at  Chicago,  IL, 
Gary.  Michigan  City  and  South  Bend,  IN. 
Applicant  also  intends  to  interline  with  other 
carriers  at  Rockford  and  Chicago,  IL;  South 
Bend,  Fort  Wayne,  and  Indianapolis,  IN. 
There  are  approximately  (59)  statements  of 
support  attadied  to  the  application. 

MC  156231  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  Junel, 
1981.  Applicant:  RAYMOND  COSSETTE 
'TRUCKING,  2202  Fifth  Avenue  North, 
Fargo,  ND  56102.  Representative:  Robert 
P.  Sack,  P.O.  Box  6010,  West  St  Paul, 
MN  55118.  Contract;  irregulan  Paper 
products  and  plastic  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  a  continuing 
contractjs)  with  Leslie  Paper  Co.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Leslie 
Paper  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  1351, 
Shelard  I^aza,  Minneapolis,  MN. 

MC  156207  (Sub-4-lTA).  filed  May  29, 
1981.  Applicant:  CHARLES  J.  UNRATH 
AND  JOHN  C.  UNRATH,  d.b.a.  BLUE 
RIVER  TRANSPORT,  P.O.  Box  260, 
Delafield,  WI  53015.  Representative: 
Richard  C.  Alexander,  710  North 
Plankinton  Avenue,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53203.  Contract;  Irregular;  Steel  channel 
and  diesel  engines,  frtun  Milwaukee, 


WI,  and  Peoria,  IL,  to  Burnaby,  B.  C., 
Canada,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Canadian  Kenworth  Company,  ‘ 
division  of  Pacccur  of  Canada,  Ltd.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper  Canadian 
Kenworth  Company,  division  of  Paccar 
of  Canada,  Ltd.,  3750  Kitchner  Street 
Burnaby,  B.  C.,  V5C  3L7,  Canada. 

MC  150341  (Sub4-5),  filed  May  29. 

1981.  Applicant:  HOOVESTOL,  INC., 

3110  Mike  Collins  Drive,  St  Paul,  MN 
55121.  Representative:  Charles  E. 

Johnson,  P.O.  Box  2578,  Bismarck,  ND 
58502.  Contract,  Irregular,  General 
Commodities  (except  Class  A  and  B 
explosives).  Between  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI),  under  contract  with 
Malt-O-Meal,  Nort^eld,  MN,  and 
Schlofi  Chemical  &  Supply  Company,  St. 
Louis  Park,  MN.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  day  authority.  Supporting 
shippeijs):  Malt-O-Meal,  701  West  5th 
Street  Northfield,  MN  55057,  and  Schlofi  . 
Chemical  &  Supply  Company,  3938 
Meadow  Brook  Road,  St  Louis  Park, 

MN  55426. 

MC  153829  (Sub-4-20TA).  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant  UNITED  SHIPPING 
COMPANY.  P.O.  Box  21188,  St  Paul, 

MN  55121.  Representative:  James  E. 
Ballenthin,  630  Osborn  Bldg.,  St  Paul. 

MN  55102.  Paper,  from  Franklin,  VA, 
Canton,  NC  and  Bastrop,  LA,  to  the 
facilities  of  Tension  Envelope 
Corporation  located  at  or  near  Kansas 
City,  MO.  Supporting  shipper  Tension 
Envelope  Corporation.  19tfi  and 
Campbell  Sts.,  Kansas  City,  MO  64108. 

MC  111310  (Sub-4-llTA).  filed  June  1, 
1981  Applicant  BEER  TRANSIT,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  352,  Black  Falls.  WI  54615. 
Representative:  Wayne  W.  Wilson,  150 
East  Gilman  Street  Madison,  WI  53703. 
(1)  Malt  beverages  frern  Memphis.  TN  to 
points  in  IL,  IN,  MN.  and  WI,  and  (2) 
rejected  shipments  and  empty  malt 
beverage  containers  from  points  in  IL, 

IN,  MN,  and  WI  to  Memphis,  TN.  and  (3) 
containers  and  container  closures  frem 
Winston-Salem,  NC  to  points  in  IN,  MI, 
TN,  and  WI.  Supporting  shipper:  Jos. 
Schlitz  Brewing  Company.  235  Galena 
Street,  Milwaukee,  WI  53212. 

MC  135552  (Sub-4-2TA).  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant  SCENIC  TRAILS,  INC., 
700  North  Third  Street  LaCrosse,  WI 
54601.  Representative:  Stanley  C  Olsen, 
Jr.,  5200  Willson  Road,  Suite  307,  Edina, 
MN  55424.  Passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers, 
between  Dubuque,  LA,  and  Rock  Island, 
IL,  over  regular  routes,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  (a)  from  Dubuque 
over  U.S.  Highway  #67  at  Davenport 
lA,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  #67  to 
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Rock  Island,  IL;  and  (b)  from  Dubuque, 
over  U.S.  Highway  #61  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  #80;  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  #80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  #74;  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  #74  to  junction 
Illinois  State  Highway  #92;  thence  over 
Illinois  Highway  #92  to  Rock  Island,  IL. 
Supporting  shippers:  There  are  41 
Supporting  shippers. 

MC 144630  {Sub-4-18TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  STOOPS  EXPRESS, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  287,  Anderson,  IN  46015. 
Representative:  Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O. 
Box  40248,  Indianapolis,  IN  46240. 
General  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives)  (1)  between  points  in 
IL,  IN.  MI,  KY.  MO,  OH,  WV,  PA,  and 
TN  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
the  rail  ramps  of  the  Atchison  Topeka  & 
Santa  Fe  Railway  Company  at  Chicago, 
IL:  and  (2)  between  points  in  CA  on  the 
one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  the  rail 
ramps  of  the  Atchison  Topeka  &  Santa 
Fe  Railway  Company  at  Richmond, 
Fresno,  Bakersfield,  Los  Angeles,  and 
Blythe,  CA.  Restriction:  Restricted  to 
traffic  having  an  immediately  prior  of 
subsequent  movement  by  rail  TOFC  or 
COFC  service.  Supporting  shippers: 
Square  D  Corporation,  8300  Burlington 
Pike,  Florence,  KY,  Anchor  Hocking,  109 
North  Broad  Street,  Lancaster,  OH,  Ball 
Corporation,  345  South  High  Street, 
Muncie,  IN,  and  Knauf  Fibre  Glass 
GmbH,  240  East  Elizabeth  St., 

Shelbyville,  IN. 

MC  111375  (Sub-4-5TA),  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  PIRKLE 
REFRIGERATED  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  3358,  Madison,  53704. 
Representative:  James  A.  Matras  (same 
as  applicant).  Powdered  plastic 
materials  from  the  facilities  of  Plastic 
Engineering  Company  located  at 
Sheboygan,  W1  to  Gardena,  CA.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
operating  authoritj'.  Supporting  shipper 
Plastic  Engineering  Company,  3518  Lake 
Shore  Rd.,  Sheboygan,  WI  53081. 

MC  145664  (Sub-4-25TA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  STALBERGER,  INC., 

223  South  50th  Avenue  West,  Duluth, 

MN  55807.  Representative:  Joyce  L. 
Donaldson,  P.O.  Box  6749,  Duluth,  MN 
55807,  Manufactured  steam,  hot  water 
gas  boilers,  parts  and  supplies  between 
all  points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper. 
Deltak  Corporation,  P.O.  Box  9496, 13330 
12th  Avenue  No.,  Minneapolis,  MN 
55440. 

MC  27754  {Sub-4-4TA).  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  FRANK  J.  KUBLY 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  135,  Old 
Highway  11  and  81  East,  Monroe,  Wl 
53566.  Representative:  Rolfe  E.  Hanson, 
121  West  Doty  Street.  Madison,  WI 
53703.  Malt  beverages  between 


Memphis,  TN  and  Monroe,  WI. 
Supporting  shipper  Monroe  Beverage 
Company,  Inc.,  901 — ^19th  St.,  Monroe, 

WI  53566. 

MC  149413  (Sub-4-lTA),  fUed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  RED  RIVER  TRAILS, 
INC.,  South  Highway  75,  Moorhead,  MN 
56560.  Representative:  Robert  N. 

Maxwell,  P.O.  Box  2471,  Fargo,  ND 
58108.  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in 
special  or  charter  operations,  between 
points  in  Otter  Tail  County,  MN,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S.  An  underlsnng  ETA  application 
seeks  90  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper  The  Travel  Gallery,  118  S.  Vine, 
P.O.B.  806,  Fergus  Falls,  MN  56537, 

MC  153829  (Sub-4-2lTA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  UNITED  SHIPPING 
COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  21186,  St.  Paul, 

MN  55121.  Representative:  James  E. 
Ballenthin,  630  Osbom  Building,  St.  Paul, 
MN  55102.  Bolts,  nuts  and  related 
articles,  between  the  facilities  of 
Sterling  Bolt  Company  at  or  near  Dallas 
and  Houston,  TX,  and  Tulsa,  OK,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK,  TX,  MN,  lA,  MO, 
AR,  LA,  WI,  IL,  IN,  KY,  TN,  AL,  MS  and 
FL.  Supporting  shipper:  Sterling  Bolt 
Company,  1616  Hinton  Street,  Dallas, 

TX  75325. 

MC  151079  (Sub-4-2TA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  ALL  WAY  SERVICES, 
INC.,  8827  West  Flagg  St.,  Milwaukee, 

WI  53223.  Representative:  Gary  William 
eleven,  2503  North  Cramer  St.,  . 
Milwaukee,  WI  53211.  Passengers 
between  Milwaukee,  WI  and  its 
commercial  zone  to  the  Poplar  Creek 
Music  Theater  near  Hoffman  Estates,  IL; 
and  special  and  charter  operations 
between  Milwaukee,  WI  and  the  Poplar 
Creek  Music  Theater  near  Hoffman 
Estates,  IL;  and  special  operations  in 
roundtrip  and  sightseeing  and  pleasure 
tours  beginning  and  ending  at  points  in 
the  Milwaukee,  WI  commercial  zone 
and  extending  only  to  Marriott’s  Great 
America  near  Gurnee,  IL  Supporting 
shipper.  James  M.  Rhora,  Customer,  4400 
S.  51st  Street,  Milwaukee,  Wl. 

MC  139023  {Sub-4-3TA),  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  2-G 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  12589  Rhode 
Island  Ave.  South,  Savage,  MN  55378. 
Representative:  Stanley  C.  Olsen,  Jr., 
5200  Willson  Road,  Suite  307, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55424.  Malt  beverages, 
between  Memphis,  TN  and  Longview, 
TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MN  and  Grand  Forks  County, 
ND.  Supporting  shipper  There  are  four 
supporting  shippers. 

MC  52473  (Sub-4-5TA),  filed  June  4, 
1981.  Applicant:  BEHNKE,  INC.,  77 
South  Monroe  Street,  Battle  Creek,  MI 
49017.  Representative:  Karl  L.  Getting, 


1200  Bank  of  Lansing  Bldg.,  Lansing,  MI 
48933.  Contract  irregular  Iron  and  steel 
wire  between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Taubensee 
Steel  &  Wire  Co.  Supporting  shipper: 
Taubensee  Steel  &  Wire  Co.,  600  Diens 
Drive,  Wheeling,  IL  60090. 

MC  120737  (Sub-4-llTA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  STAR  DELIVERY  & 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39,  Canton, 

IL  61520.  Representative:  James  C. 
Hardman,  33  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60602.  Machinery,  from  Milwaukee,  WI 
to  points  in  the  U.S.  An  underlying  ETA 
seeks  120  days  authority.  Supporting 
shipper:  The  Rose  Company,  7044  N. 
Teutonia,  Milwaukee,  WI  53209. 

MC  135154  (Sub-4-4TA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  BADGER  LINES,  INC., 
3109  West  Lisbon  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI 
53208.  Representative  Daniel  R.  Dineen, 
710  North  Plankinton  Ave.,  Milwaukee, 
Wl  53203,  (414J  273-7410.  (Ij  Malt 
beverages,  from  Memphis,  TN,  to  points 
in  lA,  IL,  WI,  and  that  part  of  IN  witfiin 
the  Chicago,  IL,  Commercial  Zone,  and 
(2J  Malt  beverage  containers,  from 
Streator,  IL,  to  Memphis,  TN.  Supporting 
shipper:  Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing  Company, 
235  West  Galena  Street,  Milwaukee,  WI, 
53201. 

MC  147644  (Sub-4-9TAJ,  fiir;d  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant;  JMC  TR.ANSPORT, 

INC.,  1719  Potters  Ln.,  Jeffersonville,  IN 
47130.  Representative;  Steven  H.  Dome, 

4  Professional  Dr.,  Suite  145, 
Gaithersburg  MD  20760.  Iron  and  steel 
pipe  fittings,  forgings,  pipe  and  tubing, 
from  Louisville,  KY  to  Compton,  Los 
Angeles,  and  Santa  Fe,  CA,  and  Odessa 
and  Tyler,  TX.  Supporting  shipper:  Tube 
Turns,  a  division  of  Chemetron  Corp., 
P.O.  Box  32160,  2900  W.  Broadway, 
Louisville,  KY  40232. 

MC  129484  (Sub-4-lTAJ,  filed  June  3, 
1981,  Applicant:  RAMDO  TRANSPORT, 
INC,  d.b.a.  MELVIN  WANG 
TRUCKING,  80 — 29th  Ave.  No.,  Fargo, 
ND  58102.  Representative:  Richard  P. 
Anderson,  502  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Fargo,  ND  58126.  Emulsified  asphalt,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  trailers,  from  Pillsburj',  ND 
to  points  in  Norman,  Polk,  and  Becker 
Counties,  MN  and  points  in  Marshall, 
McPherson,  Codin^on,  Brown, 
Walworth  and  Campbell  Counties,  SD. 
Supporting  shipper:  Hydrocarbon 
Specialties,  Inc.,  1629  8th  Avenue  South, 
Fargo,  ND  58103. 

MC  113751  (Sub-4-8TAJ,  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant;  HAROLD  F.  DUSHEK, 
INC.,  10th  and  Columbia  Streets, 
Waupaca,  WI  54981.  Representative: 
James  A  Spiegel,  Attorney,  Olde  Towne 
Office  Park,  6333  Odana  Rd.,  Madison, 
WI  53719.  Personal  care  products  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
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in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
such  commodities  between  Manitowoc, 
WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of 
ND,  SD,  NE,  CO,  OK,  and  TX. 

Supporting  shipper:  Northern 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  Box  808,  Manitowoc. 
WI  54220. 

MC  99117  (Sub-4-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  T.  H.  RYAN  CARTAGE 
CO.,  Ill  S.  Seventh  St.,  Maywood,  IL 
60153.  Representative:  Vytas  P. 

Ambutas,  10  S.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60603.  Contract:  Irregular:  Metal 
products,  between  points  in  the  Chicago, 
IL  Commercial  Zone,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s]  with  New 
Process  Steel  Corporation  of 
Schaumburg,  IL.  Supporting  shipper: 

New  Process  Steel  Corporation,  1901 
Mitchell,  Schaumburg,  IL  60193. 

The  following  applications  were  Hied 
in  Region  5.  Send  protests  to:  Consumer 
Assistance  Center,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Post  OfHce  Box  17150,  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76102. 

MC  41432  (Sub-5-12TA),  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  EAST  TEXAS  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10125, 
Dallas,  TX  75207.  Representative: 
Lawrence  A.  Winkle,  P.O.  Box  45538, 
Dallas,  TX  75245.  General  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives)  and 
hazardous  waste  materials,  serving  the 
facilities  of  the  Ladish  Company  located 
at  or  near  Cynthiana,  KY,  and 
Russellville,  AR,  as  off-route  points  in 
connection  with  the  applicant’s 
otherwise  authorized  regular  route 
operations.  Supporting  shipper:  Ladish 
Company,  5481  S.  Packard  Avenue, 
Cudahy,  WI  53110. 

MC  41432  (Sub-5-13TA),  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  EAST  TEXAS  MOTOR 
FREIGHT  UNES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10125, 
Dallas,  TX  75207.  Representative: 
Lawrence  A.  Winkle,  P.O.  Box  45538, 
Dallas,  TX  75245.  General  commodities, 
except  classes  A  and  B  explosives  and 
hazardous  waste  materials,  serving 
points  in  Monterey  and  Santa  Cruz  ' 
Counties,  CA,  as  off-route  points  in 
coimection  with  carriers'  existing 
regular  route  operations.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  Charmwick,  Ina,  333  Encinal, 
Santa  Cruz,  CA  95060:  Wm.  Wrigley,  Jr. 
Company,  2801  Mission  St.,  Santa  Cruz, 
CA  95060:  Thomas  J.  Lipton,  Inc.,  2200 
Delaware  Avenue,  Santa  Cruz,  CA 
95060:  Tucker  Van  and  Storage,  Inc., 
1676  Contra  Costa,  Seaside,  CA  93955: 
Ashworth  Bros.,  P.O.  Box  1449,  Salinas, 
CA  93902. 

MC  47583  (Sub-5-17TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  TOLUE 
FREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  1020  Sunshine 
Road.  Kansas  City,  KS  66115. 


Representative:  D.  S.  Hults,  P.O.  Box 
225,  Lawrence,  KS  66044.  Plastic  waste 
materials  for  recycling,  corrugated 
boxes  and  reprocess^  plastic  waste 
materials  (except  in  bulk),  between 
points  in  Saline  County,  KS,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CO, 
lA,  IL,  MI,  MN,  NE,  TN,  and  TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  P.E.T.  Recycling, 

Inc.,  Salina,  KS  67401. 

MC  99427  (Sub-5-15TA).  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  ARIZONA  TANK 
lines,  INC.,  666  Grand  Avenue,  Des 
Moines,  LA  50309.  Representative:  E. 
Check,  Attorney,  666  Grand  Avenue, 

Des  Moines,  lA  50309.  (1)  Non-ferrous 
metals,  by-products,  and  (2)  Materials 
and  supplies  used  in  their  production, 
between  points  in  CA,  NM,  AZ,  TX,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  UT,  AZ,  NV,  and  NM.  Supporting 
shipper:  Kennecott  Minerals  Company,  a 
Division  of  Kennecott  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  16600,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84116. 

MC  110567  (Sub-5-4TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  SOONER  TRANSPORT 
CORPO^nON,  668  Grand  Avenue. 

Des  Moines,  LA  50309.  Representative:  E. 
Check,  Attorney,  P.O.  Box  855,  Des 
Moines,  LA  50304.  Ground  Barite, 

Barytes  Ore,  between  Coffeyville,  KS, 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  pts  in 
AR.  AZ.  CO.  LA.  IL.  IN,  KY,  LA.  MI,  MN, 
MO,  MS.  MT,  NE.  ND.  NM.  OH,  OK.  SD, 
TN.  TX,  WI,  and  WY.  Supporting 
shipper  The  Sherwin  Williams 
Company,  P.O.  Box  855,  Coffeyville,  KS 
67337. 

MC  115669  (Sub-5-llTA).  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant  DAHLSTEN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  101  W.  Edgar  St..  P.O.  Box 
95.  Clay  Center.  NE  68933. 
Representative:  Vayle  Hayes  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Sodium  sulfate, 
between  pts.  in  Gaines  and  Terry 
Counties,  TX.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  pts.  in  NE.  Supporting  shipper. 
Omaha  Ftiblic  Power  Dist,  1623  Harney 
St.,  Omaha,  NE  68102. 

MC  117119  (Sub-5-57TA),  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  AR  72728.  Representative: 
L.  M.  McLean  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Shock  absorbers  and 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
distribution  /Aereo/ between  Paragould, 
AR  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other 
points  in  the  U.S.  (except  AK  &  HI). 
Supporting  shipper(s):  Monroe  Auto 
Equipment  Co.,  International  Drive, 
Monroe,  MI  48161. 

MC  117399  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  June  1, 
1961.  Applicant:  LEE  E.  CHAMP,  INC., 
809  West  10th  Street  Junction  City, 
Kansas  66441.  Representative:  Arthur  J. 
Cerra,  P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas  City, 


Missouri  64141.  Foodstuffs  from  Olathe, 
KS,  to  Denver,  CO.  Supporting  shipper 
Paniplus  Company.  100  Paniplus 
Roadway,  Olathe,  KS  66606. 

MC  119399  (Sub-5-72TA).  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  CONTRACT 
FREIGHTERS.  INC,,  P.O.  Box  1375,  2900 
Davis  Boulevard,  Joplin,  MO  64802. 
Representative:  Keith  R.  McCoy  (same 
as  applicant).  Chemicals  and  Related 
Products  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
between  the  facilities  of  PPG  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  Akron  and  Barberton,  OH: 
Natrium,  WV,  Lake  Charles,  LA  and  La 
Porte,  TX  and  all  points  in  the  U.S. 
(except  AK  and  HI).  Supporting  shipper 
PPG  Industries,  Inc.,  One  Gateway 
Center,  Pittsburgh,  PA. 

MC  121509  (Sub-5-2TA).  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  DAUFELDT 
TRANSPORT,  INC,,  618  Clay  Street. 
Muscatine,  LA  52761.  Representative: 
William  L.  Fairbank,  2400  Financial 
Center,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309.  Petroleum 
products,  from  Bettendorf  and 
Coralville,  lA,  to  pts  in  IL.  Supporting 
shippers:  J.  D.  Streett  &  Co.,  Inc.,  144 
Weldon  Parkway,  Maryland  Heights. 

MO  63043:  Independent  Oil  Co.,  Inc., 

P.O.  Box  1142,  Rock  Island,  DL  61201: 
Dormac  Oil  Co..  P.O.  Box  492,  Clinton, 
lA  52732. 

MC  125535  (Sub-5-12TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  NATIONAL  SERVICE 
LINES,  INC.  OF  NEW  JERSEY,  P.O.  Box 
1746,  Maryland  Heights,  MO  63043. 
Representative:  Donald  S.  Helm  (same 
as  above).  Contract:  Irregular,  (1)  Plastic 
nursery  containers  for  the  agricultural 
industry  and  (2)  commodities  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
commodities  in  (1)  above  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles), 
between  Miami  and  Hollywood,  FL  on 
the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points  in 
and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE,  KS,  OK.  and 
TX.  Supporting  shipper  Economy  Plastic 
Inc.,  1554  NW 161  Street  Hialeah.  FL 
33104. 

MC  126045  (Sub-5-7TA).  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  ALTER  TRUCKING 
AND  TERMINAL  CORPORATION.  2333 
Rockingham  Road,  P.O.  Box  3122, 
Davenport,  lA  52808.  Representative: 
Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39  ^uth  LaSalle 
Street  Chicago,  IL  60603.  Metal 
Products  between  La  Place.  LA,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  pts  in  the 
states  of  AL,  AR.  FL.  GA.  lA.  IL,  IN,  KS, 
KY.  MI.  MN.  MO.  MS.  ND,  NE.  OH.  OK. 
SD.  TN,  TX  and  WI.  Supporting  shipper 
Bayou  Steel  Corp.,  P.O.  ^x  500,  La 
Place.  LA  70068. 

MC  133676  (Sub-5-ZTA).  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant  COMET  TRUCK  LINE, 
INC.,  1175  Choctaw  Drive,  Baton  Rouge, 
LA  70821.  Representative:  Harold  H. 


31368 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  114  /  Monday,  June  15,  1981  /  Notices 


Mitchell,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1295,  Greenville, 
MS  38701.  Building  materials  and 
chemicals  (except  hazardous  wastes 
and  commodities  in  bulk)  and 
machinery  used  in  the  manufacture  or 
distribution  thereof  between  points  in 
AL,  AR,  LA,  and  MS.  Supporting 
shipper  Georgia-Pacihc  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  105040,  Atlanta,  GA  30348. 

MC 134755  (Sub-5-20TA),  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  CHARTER  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  3772,  Springfield, 

Missouri  65804.  Representative:  S. 
Christopher  Wilson  (same  as  applicant). 
Paper  and  paper  products,  from  Dallas, 
TX,  to  Omaha,  NE,  Tulsa  and  Oklahoma 
City,  OK,  Topeka,  KS,  and  Indianapolis, 
IN,  and  from  Indianapolis,  IN,  to 
Omaha,  NE,  Topeka,  KS,  Oklahoma  City 
and  Tulsa,  OK,  and  Dallas,  Houston, 
and  San  Antonio,  TX.  Supporting 
shipper.  Willamette  Industries,  Inc., 

Suite  414,  8300  N.  E.  Underground  Drive, 
Kansas  City,  MO  64161. 

MC  136426  (Sub-5-lTAJ.  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  LESCO,  INC.,  8205  F 
Street,  Omaha,  NE  68127. 

Representative:  John  D.  Sykora,  Law 
Offices  of  John  D.  Sykora,  13075  Sky 
Park  Drive,  Omaha,  NE  68137.  Contract: 
Irregular.  General  commodities  under 
contract  with  Nashua  Corporation,  and 
its  wholly-owned  subsidiary  Albert 
Chemical  (said  commodities  being  used 
as  raw  materials  for  manufacture  or  the 
finished  product  thereof)  between  pts.  in 
the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper:  Nashua 
Corporation,  3838  South  108di  Street, 
Omaha,  NE  68144. 

MC  147248  (Sub-5-6TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant  TRANS  WORLD 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  Route  8, 
Box  139,  Beaumont,  TX  77705. 
Representative:  Charles  N.  Driver,  Route 
8,  Box  139,  Beaumont,  TX  77705. 
Pulpboard,  Woodpulp,  Paper  and  Paper 
Products,  in  ocean-going  containers  or 
highway  trailers,  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement,  between 
Evadale,  TX,  and  Houston,  TX. 
Supporting  shipper:  Temple-Eastex 
Incorporated,  P.O.  Box  816,  Silsbee,  TX 
77656. 

MC  148143  (Sub-5-5TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  MID-AMERICA  FARM 
UNES,  INC.,  M.  P.  O.  Box  71, 

Springfield,  MO  65801.  Representative: 
John  M.  Ringenberg  (same  as  applicant). 
General  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives  and  household  goods) 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  for  the 
account  of  A  &  D  Transco.  Supporting 
shipper:  A  &  D  Transco,  1762  6th  Ave. 
South,  Suite  123,  Seattle,  WA  98134. 

MC  150963  (Sub-&-2TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  MID-CONTINENT 
DELIVERY,  INC.,  10201  North  Everton 
Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Missouri  64153. 


Representative:  Patricia  F.  Scott,  P.O. 
Box  258,  Liberty,  Missouri  64068. 

General  commodities,  (except  Classes  A 
&■  B  explosives),  (1)  Between  Chicago,  EL 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MO,  lA,  NE,  KS  &  IL:  (2) 
Between  Kansas  City,  MO  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MO, 

IL,  lA,  NE  and  KS;  (3)  Between  Wichita, 
KS  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MO,  LA,  IL,  NE  &  KS;  (4) 
Between  Des  Moines,  lA  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MO, 

IL,  KS,  LA  &  NE;  (5)  Between  St.  Louis, 
MO  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  MO,  KS,  LA,  IL  &  NE;  and  (6) 
Between  Omaha,  NE  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MO,  KS,  LA, 
IL  &  NR  Applicant  intends  to  interline. 
Supporting  shippers:  6. 

MC  156079  (Sub-5-2TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  CIRCLE  C  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6158,  3401  W.  Roosevelt 
Rd.,  Little  Rock,  AR  72216. 
Representative:  Sonny  Curtner  (same  as 
above).  General  Commodities,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) 
between  Philadelphia,  PA,  New  York, 
NY,  Haverhill,  MA  on  the  one  hand  and 
all  points  in  the  U.S.  on  the  other. 
Supporting  shipper:  West  Coast 
Shippers  Association,  2000  South  71st 
St.,  Philadelphia,  PA. 

MC  156079  (Sub-5-3),  filed  June  1, 

1981.  Applicant:  CIRCLE  C  CARRIERS. 
INC.,  P.O,  Box  6158,  3401  W.  Roosevelt 
Rd.,  Little  Rock,  AR  72216. 
Representative:  Sonny  Curtner  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Charcoal 
briquets,  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacturing  of  charcoal  including 
paper  bags.  From  Baxter  County,  AR  to 
all  points  in  U.S.  Supporting  shipper: 
Steakhouse  Marketing  Co.,  Inc.  P.O.  Box 
100  Cotter,  AR  72626. 

MC  156079  (Sub-5-4TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  CIRCLE  C  CARRIERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  6158,  3401  W.  Roosevelt 
Rd.,  Little  Rock,  AR  72216. 
Representative:  Sonny  Curtner  (same  as 
above).  General  Commodities,  (except 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) 
between  Cook  Coimty,  IL  oti  the  one 
hand,  and  all  points  in  the  US,  on  the 
other.  Supporting  shipper:  East-West 
Shippers  Association,  Chicago,  IL  60608. 

MC  156148  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
CHARTTO,  INC.,  101  Gaines  Street, 
Davenport,  LA  52805.  Representative: 
William  L  Fairbank,  2400  Financial 
Center,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309.  Common; 
Regular.  Passengers,  between  Dubuque, 
LA,  and  Moline,  IL,  over  U.S.  Hwy  61 
from  Dubuque  to  Junction  Interstate 
Hwy  80,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  80  to 
Junction  Interstate  Hwy  74,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  74  to  Moline,  serving  all 


intermediate  pts  and  pts  in  the  Dubuque 
and  Moline  commercial  zones,  restricted 
to  movements  originating  at  or  destined 
to  the  facilities  of  Deere  &  Company. 
Supporting  shipper:  United  Auto 
Workers  Local  865,  630-19th  Street,  East 
Moline,  IL  61244. 

MC  156232  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  KIM  A.  h^THES, 

Route  1,  New  Sharon,  lA  50207. 
Representative:  Richard  D.  Howe,  600 
Hubbell  Building,  Des  Mointes,  lA  50309. 
Meat,  meat  products,  meat  by-products, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificate,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from 
Marion  County,  LA,  to  pts  in  IL,  WI,  and 
MN.  Supporting  shipper:  Pella  Packing 
Incorporated,  Route  3,  Pella,  lA  50207. 

MC  108207  (Sub-5-41),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  FROZ^  FOOD 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  225888,  Dallas, 
TX  75265.  Representative:  M.  W.  Smith 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Chemical 
reagents,  from  Indianapolis,  IN,  to 
Dallas,  TX  and  Tustin,  CA.  Supporting 
shipper  Rupp  and  Bowman  Company, 
24505  Indoplex  Cir.,  Farmington  Hills, 

MI  48018. 

MC  115669  (Sub-5-12TA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  DAHLSTEN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  101  W.  Edgar  St.,  P.O.  Box 
95,  Clay  Center,  NE  68933. 
Representative:  Vayle  Hayes  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Food  &  related 
products,  between  Wichita  and  Kansas 
City,  KS,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Muscatine  County,  lA. 
Supporting  shipper:  Cereal  Food 
Processors,  Inc.,  Box  11336,  Kansas  City, 
MO  64112. 

MC  115669  (Sub-5-13TA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  DAHLSTEN  TRUCK 
UNE,  INC.,  101  W.  Edgar  SL,  P.O.  Box 
95,  Clay  Center,  NE  68933. 
Representative:  Vayle  Hayes  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Metal  products, 
between  Adams  County,  NE,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MT. 
Supporting  shipper  Aurora  Pump, 
Hastings  Branch,  P.O.  Box  31,  Hastings, 
NE  68901. 

MC  125254  (Sub-5-9TA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  MORGAN  TRUCKING 
CO.,  1201  E.  5th  Street,  P.O.  Box  714, 
Muscatine,  lA  52761.  Representative: 
Larry  D.  Knox,  Myers,  Knox  &  Hart,  600 
Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309. 
Malt  beverages,  from  Winston-Salem, 
NC  and  Memphis.  TN,  to  Muscatine.  lA. 
Supporting  shipper  Manjoine 
Distributing,  Inc.,  R.  R.  #3,  P.O.  Box  34, 
Muscatine,  LA  52761. 
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MC 142364  (Sub-5-12TA),  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant;  KENNETH  SAGELY 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  368, 
Van  Buren,  AR  72956.  Representative: 
Don  Garrison,  Esq.,  P.O.  Box  1065, 
Fayetteville,  AR  72701.  Canned 
Foodstuffs  between  Benton,  Crawford, 
Sebastian  and  Washington  Counties, 

AR;  Moorhead,  MS;  and  Westville,  OK, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper: 
Allen  Calming  Company,  Inc.,  305  East 
Main  Street.  Siloam  Springs,  AR  72761. 

MC  142370  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  PAUL  LONDINO,  d.b.a. 
SCRANTON  TRANSFER.  500  North  3rd 
Street,  Fort  Smith,  AR  72901. 
Representative:  Don  A.  Smith,  P.O.  Box 
43,  510  North  Greenwood  Avenue,  Fort 
Smith,  AR  72902.  Common  regular: 
General  Commodities,  except  Classes  A 
and  B  Explosives  and  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
hazardous  waste  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  between  the  facilities  of  Correll, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Charleston,  AR,  and  Fort 
Smith,  AR;  fi-om  the  facilities  of  Correll, 
Inc.  over  AR  Hwy  22  to  Fort  Smith,  AR 
and  return.  Supporting  shipper.  Correll, 
Inc.,  Charleston,  AR. 

MC  146616  (Sub-5-llTA),  filed  June  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  B  &  H  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  4724  West  21st  Street, 
Tulsa,  OK  74107.  Representative:  Fred 
Rahal,  Jr.,  Suite  305,  Reunion  Center,  9 
East  Fourth  Street,  Tulsa,  OK  74103. 
Contract,  irregular:  (A)  (1)  Sucker  rods, 
pony  rods,  oil  field  production 
components  and  (2)  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  B  &  D 
Oil  Field  Supply.  Inc.,  of  Bartlesville, 

OK;  and  (B)  (1)  Sucker  rods,  pup  joints, 
couplings,  steel  bars,  forging  and  special 
machined  oil  field  components,  and  (2) 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Del-Tex,  Inc. 
of  Claremore,  OK.  Supporting  shippers: 

B  &  D  Oil  Field  Supply  Co.,  3862  N.E. 
Nebraska,  Bartlesville,  OK  74003;  Del- 
Tex,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1187,  Claremore,  OK 
74017. 

MC  146853  (Sub-5-4TA).  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  FRANK  F.  SLOAN, 
d.b.a.  HAWKEYE  WOODSHAVINGS. 
Route  1,  Runnells,  lA  50327. 
Representative:  Richard  D.  Howe. 

Myers,  Knox  &  Hart,  600  Hubbell 
Building,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309.  Sugar, 
between  Ogdon,  UT;  Denver,  CO:  Fargo, 
ND;  Scottsbluff,  NE;  Minneapolis,  MN; 
Marshalltown.  LA;  and  St.  Louis,  MO  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  pts  in 


lA.  lU  IN.  KS,  MI.  MN.  MO.  NE.  ND. 

OH,  SD,  and  WI.  Supporting  shipper. 
Interne  tional  Distributing  Corp.,  4240 
Utah  Street  P.O.  Box  22106,  St.  Louis, 

MO  63118. 

MC  150581  (Sub-5-2TA).  filed  June  2. 
1981.  Applicant  ESTHERVILLE  SAND  & 
GRAV^  INC.,  1201  Third  Avenue 
South.  Estherville,  LA  51334. 
Representative:  Eric  L  Anderson  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Bulk  rock,  stone, 
sand,  gravel,  dirt,  clay  in  dump  vehicles 
between  pts  in  Campbell  and  Weston 
Counties,  WY;  Minnehaha,  Turner, 
Lincoln  Counties,  S.D;  Pipestone,  Brown, 
Blue  Earth  Counties,  MN;  to  pts  in 
Northwest  LA  and  Southwest  MN. 
Supporting  shippers:  Willett  Gravel 
Company.  Inc.,  R.R.  2,  Box  165A, 

Jackson,  MN  56143;  C.  H.  Could 
Company,  827  East  First  Street 
Fairmont  MN  56031. 

MC  151383  (Sub-5-7TA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant  NLCKELL  TRUCKING 
CO.,  4901  West  51st  Street,  Tulsa,  OK 
74107.  Representative:  Fred  Rahal,  Jr., 
Rahal  &  Anderson,  A  Professional 
Corporation.  Suite  305  Reunion  Center,  9 
East  Fourth  Street  Tulsa,  OK  74103. 
Contract,  Irregulan  (1)  Construction  and 
process  machinery  and  (2)  materials 
and  supplies  used  in  the  production  and 
distribution  of  the  commodities  named 
in  (1)  above,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
Sooner  Construction  Equipment  & 
Service  Co.  of  Oklahoma  City,  OK. 
Supporting  shipper  Sooner  Construction 
Equipment  k  Service  Co.,  P.O.  Box 
11313,  2835  N.W.  23rd  St.  Oklahoma 
City.  OK  73136. 

MC  156293  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  Tune  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  MADDEN  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  805  East  10th,  Leon.  lA  50144. 
Representative:  James  M.  Hodge,  1000 
United  Central  Bank  Bldg.,  Des  Moines, 
LA  50309.  Lumber,  posts  and  poles,  from 
Rogers,  AR  to  pts  in  lA,  IL.  KS,  MO.  NE. 
OK  and  SD.  Supporting  shipperfs): 
Timber  Treated  Products,  Inc.,  2535 
South  8th  Street,  Rogers,  AR  72758. 

MC  156295  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  June  3, 
1981.  Applicant:  DALE  DONALDSON, 
d.b.a.  D  &  M  TRUCKING.  P.O.  Box  738, 
Lancaster,  TX  75146.  Representative; 
Billy  R.  Reid,  1721  Carl  Street  Fort 
Worth.  TX  76103.  (1)  Carpeting,  and  (2) 
plastic  and  rubber  articles,  (1)  fiom 
points  in  GA  to  points  in  T^,  and  (2) 
from  Fort  Worth,  TX  to  points  in  AL,  LA, 
MS  and  OK.  Supporting  Shippers:  There 
are  six  supporting  shippers. 

MC  156296  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  June  3. 
1981.  Applicant:  HODGES 
WAREHOUSE,  DIVISION  OF  PORT 
CITY  PROPERTIES,  INC.,  6533  E.  46th 
Street.  Tulsa.  OK  74145.  Representative: 
Michael  H.  Letmox,  531  N.  Portland,  P.O. 


Box  75613,  Oklahoma  City.  OK  73147. 
Medical  supplies  between  Tulsa 
County,  OK  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  KS.  Supporting  shipper 
Travenol  Laboratories,  Inc.,  6301  Lincoln 
Avenue.  Morton  Grove,  IL  60053. 

MC  61440  (Sub-5-12TA).  filed  June  5. 
1981.  Applicant;  LEE  WAY  MOTOR 
FREIGHT.  INC.,  3401  N.  W.  63rd  Street. 
Oklahoma  City.  OK  73116. 

Representative:  Richard  H.  Champlin, 

P.O.  Box  12750,  Oklahoma  City,  OK 
73157.  Contract  irregular.  General 
Commodities  (except  Classes  A  S' B 
explosives)  between  all  points  in  the 
U.S.  (except  AK  and  HI)  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Rheem  Air 
Conditioning  Division,  City  Investing,  Ft 
Smith,  AR. 

MC  105774  (Sub-5-ZTA).  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant  JOHNSON  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  Jet.  U.S.  Hwy  281  &  U.S. 

Hwy  24.  Osborne,  KS  67473. 
Representative:  William  B.  Barker.  641 
Harrison  Street  P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka, 
KS  66601.  Roofing  and  Roofing  Related 
Products,  From  I%illipsburg,  KS  to 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  IL,  LA,  MO, 

MT.  NE.  NV.  NM.  ND.  OK.  OR,  SD.  TX. 
UT,  WA  and  WY.  Supporting  shipper 
Tamko  Asphalt  Products,  Inc.,  2^  West 
4th  Street  Joplin,  MO  64801. 

MC  107Q15  (Sub-5-lTA).  filed  June  5. 
1981.  Applicant  IOWA  COACH^, 
INCORPORATED.  1180  E.  Roosevelt 
Ext.,  Dubuque,  lA  52001.  Representative: 
Steven  C.  ^hoenebaum,  1200  Register  & 
Tribune  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  LA  50309 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  as  passengers,  between 
Dubuque  County,  Clinton  County,  and 
Jackson  County.  LA.  od  the  one  hand, 
and  on  the  other,  the  John  Deere 
Harvester  Works  facilities  at  Rock 
Island  County,  IL  Restricted  to 
transportation  provided  for  John  Deere 
employees.  Supporting  shipper  Joe 
Brenke,  3404  Foothill  Road,  Dubuque,  LA 
52001. 

MC  119399  (Sub-5-73TA).  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant  CONTRACT 
FREIGHTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1375.  2900 
Davis  Boulevard,  Joplin,  MO  64802 
Representative:  Keith  R.  McCoy 
(address  same  as  applicant).  Waste 
Paper,  between  points  in  the  U.S. 
restricted  to  shipments  originating  at  or 
destined  to  facilities  used  by  Batliner 
Stock  Company.  Supporting  shipper 
Batliner  Paper  Stock  Company,  Kansas 
City.  MO  64120. 

MC  135078  (Sub-5-16TA).  filed  June  5. 
1981.  Applicant  AMERICAN 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  7850  “F*  Street, 
Omaha,  NE  68127.  Representative: 
ARTHUR  J.  CERRA,  2100  Charter  Bank 
Center,  P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas  City,  MO 
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64141.  Contract:  Irregular.  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in,  sold,  or 
used  by  shoe  manufacturers  and 
distributors,  from  the  Commercial  Zones 
of  Boston,  MA;  Camphill,  PA;  Port 
Elizabeth,  NJ;  New  York,  NY;  and 
Kliami,  FL;  to  the  Commercial  Zone  of 
Topeka,  KS.  Supporting  shipper:  Volume 
Shoe  Corporation,  3231  East  6th  Street, 
Topeka,  KS  66601, 

MC 135691  (Sub-5-19TA),  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  DALLAS  CARRIERS 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  38528,  Dallas,  TX 
75238.  Representative:  R.  Connor 
Wiggins,  }r.,  100  N.  Main  Bldg.,  Suite  909, 
Memphis,  TN  38103.  Metal  containers 
and  closures  and  tin  plate  from  facilities 
of  Armstrong  Containers,  Inc.  in  Chicago 
and  Westchester,  IL,  to  facilities  of 
Armstrong  Containers,  Inc.  at  Santa  Fe 
Springs,  CA;  Atlanta,  GA;  and  Garland, 
TX.  Supporting  shipper:  Armstrong 
Containers,  Inc.,  10330  Roosevelt  Road, 
Westchester,  IL  60153. 

MC  135691  (Sub-5-20TA),  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  DALLAS  CARRIERS 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  38528,  Dallas,  TA 
75238.  Representative:  R.  Connoi 
Wiggins,  Jr.,  100  N.  Main  Bldg.,  Suite  909, 
Memphis,  TO  38103.  General 
commodities  (with  the  usual  exceptions) 
between  facilities  owned  or  utilized  by 
Velsicol  Chemical  Corp.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States.  Supporting  Shipper: 
Velsicol  Chemical  Corp.,  341  East  Ohio 
St.,  Chicago,  IL  60611. 

MC  139905  (Sub-5-2TA).  filed  June  5. 
1981.  Applicant:  R.B.  STUCKY  AND 
N.M.  STUCKY.  d.b.a.  S&S  DAIRIES, 
Route  2,  Moundridge,  KS  67107. 
Representative:  Bruce  C.  Harrington,  KS 
Credit  Union  Bldg.,  1010  Tyler,  Suite 
llOL,  Topeka,  KS  66612.  Contract, 
Irregular,  Liquid  sugar,  liquid  sweetner, 
high  fructose  sweetners  and  cam  syrup 
sweetners.  Between  the  facilities  of 
Jackson  Ice  Cream  Co.,  located  at 
Denver  County,  CO  and  Reno  County, 
KS  on  the  one  hand  and  points  and 
places  in  the  US  on  the  other  hand. 
Supporting  shipper.  Jackson  Ice  Cream 
Co.,  Inc.,  2600  E.  4th  St.,  Hutchinson,  KS 
67501. 

MC  141175  (Sub-5-2TA).  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  GARLEPIED 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  319  Butterworth 
Street,  Jefferson,  LA  70181. 
Representative:  G.  H.  Knapp  Jr.,  ICC 
Practitioner,  319  Butterworth  Street, 
Jefferson,  LA  70181.  Bananas, 
pineapples  and  coconuts,  from 
Galveston,  TX,  and  Gulfport,  MS,  to  all 
points  in  U.S.  Supporting  shipper:  Castle 
and  Cooke  Food  Division,  2900  Veterans 
Memorial  Highway,  Metairie,  LA  70001. 

MC  147196  (Sub-5-23TA),  filed  June  5. 
1981.  Applicant:  ECONOMY 


TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  50262, 

New  Orleans,  La.  70150.  Representative: 
Donald  A.  Larousse,  P.O.  Box  50262, 

New  Orleans,  La,  70150.  Contract: 
Irregular.  Chemicals  (Except  in  bulk).  In 
Bags,  Loose  or Palletizedheiween  the 
Ports  of  Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana  and 
Houston,  Texas  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  the  48  states,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Chem-Lig  International,  Danbury,  Ct. 
Supporting  shipper:  Chem-Lig, 
International,  30  Main  Street,  Danbury, 
Ct.  06810. 

MC  149061  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  STEMPEL 
MANUFACTURING  CO.,  Airport  Road, 
Coleman,  Texas  76834.  Representative: 
Robert  K.  Frisch,  Brown  &  Walker,  2711 
Valley  View  Lane,  Suite  101,  Dallas, 
Texas  75234,  Contract;  Irregular. 
Manufactured  wood  products  and  wood 
parts  between  points  in  the  United 
States  pursuant  to  continuing  contract 
with  Lasting  Products,  Inc.  Supporting 
shipper:  Lasting  Products,  Inc.,  2115 
Valley  View  Lane,  Dallas,  Texas  75234. 

MC  149199  (Sub-5-5TA),  filed  June  5. 
1981.  Applicant:  FRONTIER  EXPRESS, 
INCORPORATED  d.b.a.  D  &  M 
TRANSPORTATION,  905  S.W.  Second, 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73109. 
Representative:  G.  Timothy  Armstrong, 
200  North  Choctaw,  P.O.  Box  1124,  El 
Reno,  OK  73036.  Plumbing  fixtures  and 
supplies;  and  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  and 
distribution  thereof  (except  bulk 
commodities);  between  the  facilities  of 
Delta  Faucet  Company  at  Chickasha, 

OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S.  Supporting  shipper: 
Delta  Faucet  Company,  a  Division  of 
Masco  Corporation  of  Indiana,  Hwy  47 
West,  Greensburg,  IN  47240. 

MG  150086  (Sub-5-6TA).  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  WADE  TRUCK  LINES. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  156,  Verona,  MO  65769, 
Representative:  Larry  E.  Gregg,  641 
Harrison  Street,  P.O.  Box  1979,  Topeka, 
KS  66601.  Contract,  Irregular;  foodstuffs, 
and  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of 
foodstuffs.  Between  Greene  County, 

MO,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  FL,  LA  and  PA,  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  The  R.  T. 
French  Company.  Supporting  shipper: 
The  R.  T.  French  Company,  4455  East 
Mustard  Way,  Springfield,  MO  65801. 

MC  151505  (Sub-6-3TA),  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  RAM  TRUCK  UNE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1287,  Mesquite,  TX  75149. 
Representative:  Bob  R.  Bunch  (same  as 
above).  General  commodities  (except 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission),  between  points  in  the'U.S. 
Supporting  shipper  United  Forwarding, 


Inc.,  7000  Bldg.,  Suite  445,  7000  West 
Center  Rd.,  Omaha,  NE  68106. 

MC  152537  (Sub-5-4TA),  filed  May  21, 
1981.  Applicant:  WIN  WILUAMS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  14025  Spencer 
Rd.,  Suite  No.  201,  Houston,  TX  77041. 
Representative:  Win  Williams,  14025 
Spencer  Rd.,  Suite  No.  201,  Houston,  TX 
77041.  Pipe,  when  moving  as  oilfield 
equipment,  between  points  TX,  OK,  LA, 
NM,  CO,  and  WY,  restricted  to  traffic 
moving  for  the  account  of  Mitchell 
Energy.  Supporting  shippers:  Mitchell 
Energy,  P.O.  Box  61863,  Houston,  TX 
77208. 

MC  154138  (Sub-5-3TA),  filed  June  5.  ^ 
1981.  Applicant:  LARRY  DON  EASLEY, 
d.b.a.  EASLEY  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box 
103,  Ben  Wheeler,  TX  75754. 
Representative:  Jackson  Salasky,  P.O. 

Box  45538,  Dallas,  TX  75245.  Food  and 
related  products;  between  points  in  WA, 
ID,  CA,  UT,  and  OR  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  KS,  OK,  TX, 
AR,  and  LA.  Supporting  shipper(s):  VIP 
Sales  Company,  Inc.,  63449  S.  Memorial, 
Tulsa,  OK  74133. 

MC  154931  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  HARRELL  LEASING. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1400,  Russellville,  AR 
72801.  Representative:  James  M. 

Duckett,  411  Pyramid  Life  Bldg.,  Little 
Rock,  AR  72201.  (1)  Lumber  and  Wood 
Products  and  (2)  Building  Materials, 
between  Pope,  Johnson  and  Washington 
Counties,  AR,  and  points  in  LA,  CO, 

NM,  AZ,  MS,  KS,  OK,  CA,  TX,  MO,  and 
OR. 

MC  155767  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  June  5. 
1981.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARTAGE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  278, 

Plattsburg,  MO  64477.  Representative: 
Charles  J.  Fain,  Attorney  at  Law,  333 
Madison  Street,  Jefferson  City,  MO 
65101.  General  commodities,  except 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  Class  A  and  B  explosive 
and  hazardous  waste  between  Kansas 
City,  MO,  and  points  in  the  states  of  KS 
and  MO,  restricted  to  shipments  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  rail. 
Supporting  shipper.  C.  J.  Patterson  Co., 
P.O.  Box  167,  Grandview,  MO  64030; 
Variform  Plastics,  Inc.,  303  W.  Major, 

P.O.  Box  559,  Kearney,  MO  64060;  Gott 
Corporation,  1616  Wheat  Road,  P.O.  Box 
652,  Winfield.  KS  67156;  Seaboard  Allied 
Milling  Corp.,  9000  West  67th  St,  P.O. 

Box  2969,  Shawnee  Mission,  KS  66201. 

MC  156342  (Sub-5-lTA),  filed  June  5, 
1981.  Applicant:  REX  LONG,  d.b.a.  R.  L. 
TRUCKING,  Route  10,  Box  458,  Moore. 
OK  73165.  Representative:  William  P. 
Parker,  141  Northeast  38th  Ter., 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73105.  Oil  field 
commodities,  in  hot  shot  service, 
between  points  in  Beckham,  Cleveland, 
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Grady  and  Oklahoma  Counties,  OK  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  AR,  CO.  KS,  LA.  NM,  TX.  and  WY. 
Supporting  shipper(8):  There  are  8 
supporting  shippers. 

The  following  applications  were  filed 
in  region  6.  Send  protests  to:  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Region  6,  Motor 
Carrier  Board,  P.O.  Box  7413,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94120. 

MC 149195  (Sub-6-15TA),  filed  june  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  ARCADIAN  MOTOR 
CARRIERS,  P.O.  Box  456,  Kingsburg,  CA 
93631.  Representative:  Lavem  R. 
Holdeman,  P.O.  Box  81849,  Lincoln,  NE 
68501.  Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes: 
Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
grocery,  food  and  drug  business  houses 
(except  in  bulk),  between  the  facilities  of 
Colgate-Palmolive  Company,  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Kansas  City,  KS,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  contract(s)  with  Colgate- 
Palmolive  Company,  Inc.,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Colgate-Palmolive 
Company,  Inc.,  1806  Kansas  Ave., 

Kansas  City,  KS  66105. 

MC  11722  (Sub-6-llTA),  filed  June  1,. 
1981.  Applicant:  BRADER  HAUUNG 
SERVICE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  655,  Zillah, 

WA  98953.  Representative:  Philip  G. 
Skofstad,  1525  Northeast  Weidler, 
Portland.  OR  97232.  Food  and  related 
products  between  King  County,  WA  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  MT,  ID,  and  OR  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Shasta  Beverage 
Co.,  1227  Andover  Park  E.,  Tukwila,  WA 
98188. 

MC  152238  (Sub-fa-18TA),  filed  June  2. 
1981.  Applicant:  CALIFORNIA- 
AMERICAN  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
288,  Grenada,  CA  96038.  Representative: 
John  R.  Harleman  [same  address  as 
applicant).  Contract  carrier,  irregular 
routes;  iron  and  plastic  sewer  pipe  and 
fittings,  from  Anaheim  and  Tustin,  CA, 
to  points  in  CA,  OR,  WA,  NV,  and  AZ. 
restricted  to  shipments  moving  under 
continuing  contract(sJ  with  Anaheim 
Foundry,  Inc.  and  Spartan  Plastics.  Inc., 
for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper(sj: 
Anaheim  Foundry  Inc.  and  Spartan 
Plastics,  Inc.,  800  E.  Orangethorpe  Ave., 
Anaheim,  CA  92801. 

MC  152238  (Sub-6-19TA).  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  CALIFORNIA- 
AMERICAN  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
288,  Grenada,  CA  96038.  Representative: 
John  R.  Harleman  [same  as  applicantj. 
Lumber  and  wood  products,  pulp,  paper 
and  related  products,  metal  products, 
building  materials,  and  commodities 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  the  above, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  restricted  to 
shipments  originating  at  or  destined  to 
facilities  of  Louisana-Pacidc  Corp.  for 
270  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks  120 


daya  authority.  Supporting  shipper 
Louisiana-Pacific  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  158, 
Samoa,  CA  95564. 

MC  140633  [Sub-6-3TA).  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant:  CAPITAL  DELIVERY 
SYSTEMS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  161115, 
Sacramento,  CA  95816.  Representative: 
John  F.  Parks  III  [same  as  applicant). 
Contract  carrier.  Irregular  Route:  Such 
commodities  as  are  sold  by  retail 
furniture  stores  (home  furnishings, 
draperies,  lamps,  accessory  items,  etc.) 
from  Sacramento.  CA  to  points  in  NV 
for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 

Wilson’s  Furniture,  Inc.,  2333  Arden 
Way,  Sacramento,  CA  95825. 

MC  115523  [Sub-6-llTA),  filed  May 

29. 1981.  Applicant;  CLARK  TANK 
LINES  COMPANY.  1450  North  Beck  St., 
Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84110. 

Representative:  Melvin  J.  Whitear  [same 
as  applicant).  Dry  Chemicals,  in  b^k, 
from  Apex,  NV  and  Bloom,  UT  to  FMC 
Plant  near  Westvaco,  WY  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper  FMC  Corporation, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19103. 

MC  135989  [Sub-^llTAJ,  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  COAST  EXPRESS. 

INC.,  14280  Monte  Vista  Ave.,  Chino, 

CA  91710.  Representative:  William  J. 
Lippman,  Steele  Park,  Suite  330,  50 
South  Steele  St.,  Denver,  CO  80209. 
Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes;  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  byproducts,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  Sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  MCC  209  and  766 
[except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Denver,  CO  to  all  points  in  the  U.S. 
under  continuing  contract[s)  with 
Peppertree  Beef  Company  of  Denver,  CO 
for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper 
Peppertree  Beef  Company,  P.O.  Box 
16331,  Stockyards  Station,  Denver,  CO 
80216. 

MC  136605  [Sub-6-44TA),  filed  May 

29. 1981.  Applicant:  DAVIS 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8129, 
Missoula,  MT  59807.  Representative: 
Allen  P.  Felton  [same  as  above).  Air- 
Conditioners,  Heaters,  filtering  Units 
and  Air-Handlers  with  Coils  from  the 
facility  of  Customair  System,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  Pryor,  OK  to  points  in 
the  US,  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper 
Customair  Systems,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1290, 
Pryor,  OK  74361. 

MC  136605  [Sub-6-45TA),  filed  June  1, 
'  1981.  Applicant:  DAVIS  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  P.O.  B.  8129,  Missoula.  MT  59807. 
Representative:  Allen  P.  Felton  [same  as 
applicant).  Steel  Buildings,  knocked 
down,  parts,  components  and 
accessories  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
distribution  of  steel  buildings,  between 
the  facility  of  American  Steel  Buildings 


Company,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Aurora,  CO  and  points  in  the  U.S.  in  and 
west  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  OK.  TX  [except  AK 
&  HI),  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
American  Steel  Building  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.B. 
38350,  Denver  CO  80238, 

MC  156209  [Sub-6-lTA).  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant  DART  WAREHOUSE 
CORPORATION.  d.b.a.  DIVISION 
TRUCKING,  1430  S.  Eastman  Ave.,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90023.  Representative:  John 
C.  Russell,  1545  Wilshire  B'’'d.,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90017.  Contract  Carrier, 
Irregular  Route:  Such  commodities  as 
are  dealt  in  by  mail-order  houses  and 
retail  department  stores,  [1)  between 
Los  Angeles,  CA  and  Denver,  Grand 
Junction,  CO;  Salt  Lake  City.  UT; 

Seattle,  WA;  Portland,  OR; 

Albuquerque,  NM;  El  Paso,  TX;  and  [2) 
between  Phoenix,  Tucson,  Holbrook, 

AZ;  and  Albuquerque,  NM;  El  Paso,  TX, 
for  the  account  of  Sears,  Roebuck  and 
Company,  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  120  days  authority. 

Supporting  shipper.  Sears,  Roebuck  and 
Company.  900  S.  Fremont,  Alhambra. 

CA. 

MC  107638  [Sub-6-2TA).  filed  May  28. 
1981.  Applicant  EVERGREEN  TRAILS. 
INC.,  d.b.a.  EVERGREEN  TRAILWAYS, 
666  Stewart  St.,  Seattle,  WA  98101. 
Representative;  Lawrence  E.  Lindeman, 
425-13th  St.  N.W.,  Suite  1032, 
Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Common 
carrier.  Regular  route:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  and  express  and 
newspspers  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  between  Seattle,  WA  and 
Sea-Tac  Airport  King  County,  WA  as 
follows:  [1)  from  Seattle  via  Interstate 
Highway  5  to  junction  Washington 
Highway  518,  then  over  Washington 
Highway  518  to  Sea-Tac  Airport  and  [2) 
from  Seattle  over  Interstate  Highway  5 
to  junction  Washington  Highway  518, 
then  over  Washington  Highway  518  to 
Washington  Highway  99,  then  over 
Washington  Highway  99  to  Sea-Tac 
Airport,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
for  180  days.  An  imderlying  ETA  seeks 
authority  for  90  days.  Supporting 
shipper[s):  Western  Canada  Travel,  729 
Johnson  St.,  Victoria,  B,  C.  V8W1M8; 
Blaney's  Travel  Service  Ltd,  920  Douglas 
St.,  Victoria  B.C.  V8W2T6;  Victoria 
Travel  Shopper  Ltd.,  645  Johnson  St.. 
Victoria  B.G  V8W1M7;  Totem  Travel 
Service  Ltd,  P.O.B.  4098  Stn.  ‘A’,  Victoria 
B.C.  V8X3X4. 

MC  145412  [Sub-6-lTA).  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant;  LEE  RAY 
FARNSWORTH,  d.b.a.  FARNSWORTH 
TRUCKING,  765  E.  1600  N.,  Orem.  UT 
84097.  Representative;  Harry  D.  Pugsley, 
940  Donner  Way  #370.  Salt  Lake  City, 
UT  84108.  Contract  carrier,  irregular 
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routes;  dairy  products,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration; 
from  Orem  and  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  to 
MT,  CO,  WY  and  ID,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper;  Meadow  Gold 
Dairies,  a  division  of  Beatrice  Foods 
Company,  1030  S.  Main  St.,  Salt  Lake 
City,  UT  84101. 

MC 147152  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant;  GENERAL  CARRIERS 
CORPORATION,  P.O.  B.  3642,  Santa  Fe 
Springs,  CA  90670.  Representative:  Miles 
L,  Kayaller,  315  So.  Beverly  Dr.,  Suite 
315,  Beverly  Hills,  CA  90212.  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to  the 
facilities  of  Major  Shippers  Association 
or  its  members,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper  Major  Shippers  Association, 

P.O.  B.  3045,  Santa  Fe  Springs,  CA  90670. 

MC  156257  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  EARL  GRADEN,  138  N. 
Blakely  St.,  Monroe,  WA  98272. 
Representative:  Jim  Pitzer,  15  S.  Grady 
Way,  Suite  321,  Renton,  WA  98055. 
Contract  Carrier,  irregular  routes. 
Commodities  as  may  be  dealt  in  by 
wholesale  food  supply  companies, 
between  WA  and  CA  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  Richardson  & 
Holland,  Div.  of  Mallinckrodt,  Inc.,  1001 
John  St.,  Seattle,  WA  98109. 

MC  156243  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  MICHAEL 
HARRELSON,  d.b.a.  HARRELSON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  B  707, 
Calimesa,  CA.  92320.  Representative: 
Michael  Harrelson  (same  as  applicant). 
Contract  Carrier,  Irregular  Routes;  Vinyl 
Siding  and  Plastic  Articles  used  in  the 
mani^acture  and  installation  thereof. 
Between  Weatherford,  TX,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  on  the  other,  customers  and 
suppliers  of  Robintech,  Inc.,  at  Chicago 
and  Danville,  IL,  Hartford,  CT.,  Jersey 
City,  NJ.,  and  Los  Angeles,  CA.  for  270 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Robintech, 

Inc.,  P.O.  Box  835,  Weatherford,  TX 
76086. 

MC  149378  (Sub-6-12TA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant;  KIRBY  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  8023  E.  Slauson  Ave.,  Montebello, 
CA  90640.  Representative:  A.  Dayton 
Schell,  6  Eileen  Way,  Edison,  N.J.  08817. 
Contract  Carrier;  Irregular  routes: 
commodities  as  are  distributed,  sold 
ahd/or  used  by  Automobile  Body  Repair 
Shops,  Automobile  Dealers  Repair 
Shops,  Parts  Dealers,  and  auto  and 
home  centers  consisting  of  body  putty, 
cleaning,  buffing  and  polishing 
compounds,  paints,  lacquers  and 
thinners,  vehicle  body  sealers,  resin 


compounds,  cloth  or  fabric  synthetic, 
plastic  and  rubber  lubricating  additives, 
body  patch  kits,  store  displays,  plastic 
articles,  chemicals,  adhesives,  buffing 
pads,  cleaning  cloths,  benzoyl  peroxide 
(except  in  bulk)  and  materials 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  in  bulk) 
used  in  the  sale,  manufacture  and 
distribution  of  those  products  between 
the  facilities  and  warehouses  of  U.S. 
Chemicals  and  Plastics  in  Canton  and 
Gnadenhutton,  OH  and  points  in  the 
U.S.,  except  AK  and  HI  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper.  U.S.  Chemicals  and 
Plastics,  1446  W.  Tuscarawas,  Canton, 
OH. 

MC  156150  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  LAVELLE  POWDER 
CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  3648,  Butte,  MT 
59701.  Representative:  Charles  A. 

Murray,  Jr.,  2822  Third  Ave.  N.,  Billings, 
MT.  Ore,  rock,  concentrates,  and 
precipitates,  including  gold  ore, 
platinum  ore,  silver  ore,  copper  ore,  flux 
ore  and  barite  ore,  pebble  lime, 
phosphate  precipitator  dust,  ferro 
phosphorous,  and  such  other 
commodities  in  Groups  10  and  14  of  the 
Standard  Transportation  Commodity 
Code  Tariff,  from  points  in  MT,  ID,  WA 
and  Dolomite,  UT,  to  points  in  MT,  ID, 
WA,  Ely,  NV,  and  Cudahy  and  San 
Bernardino,  CA,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  There  are  six  shippers.  Their 
statements  may  be  examined  at  the 
Regional  Office. 

MC  156179  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  May  26, 
1981.  Applicant:  MARIN  AIRPORTER, 
101  Sir  Francis  Drake  Blvd.,  Greenbrae, 
CA  94904.  Representative:  Michael  J. 
Stecher,  256  Montgomery  St.,  Fifth  Floor, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94104.  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Marin  and  Sonoma  Counties, 
CA  and  extending  to  all  points  in  NV, 
for  180  days.  An  underlying  ETA  seeks 
90  days  authority.  Supporting  shipper(s): 
There  are  ten  (10)  supporting  shippers. 
Their  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  Regional  Office  listed. 

MC  128527  (Sub-6-llTA).  filed  May 
29, 1981.  Applicant:  MAY  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  P.O.  B  400,  Payette,  ID 
83661.  Representative:  Timothy  W. 
Wilson,  P.O.  B  9039,  Salem,  OR  97305. 
Building  Materials,  from  Weiser,  ID  to 
Berthoud,  CO,  for  270  days.  An 
underlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper;  Weiser 
Products,  P.O.  B  551,  Weiser,  ID  83672. 

MC  154304  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  MELGAARD 
FREIGHTSYSTEMS  LTD.,  4316B  64th 
Ave.  SE.,  Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada  2TC 
2B3.  Representative:  George  R. 
LaBissoniere,  15  S.  Grady  Way.  Suite 


233,  Renton,  WA  98055.  (1)  Scrap  metal 
products  from  U.S.  ports  of  entry  on  the 
U.S.  international  boundary  line  in  WA 
and  ID  to  Tacoma,  WA,  and  Los 
Angeles,  CA;  (2)  hot  water  heaters  from 
Los  Angeles  commercial  zone,  CA,  to 
U.S.  ports  of  entry  on  the  international 
boundary  line  in  WA,  ID  and  MT,  under 
continuing  contracts  with  Scrap  City 
Scrap  Metal  Ind.,  Ltd.,  and  Westburne 
Industries,  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shippers;  Westburne  Industries,  3840  8 
St.  SE.,  Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada;  Scrap 
City  Scrap  Metal  Ind.  Ltd.,  3415  Ogden 
Rd.  SE.,  Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada. 

MC  156223  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant;  GENE  MILWRICK, 
d.b.a.  MILWRICK  TRUCKING 
SERVICE,  3530  North  Durfee  St.,  Pico 
Rivera,  CA  90660.  Representative:  Gene 
Milwrick  (same  as  applicant).  Contract 
carrier,  irregular  routes:  General 
commodities,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
for  the  account  of  Wisconsin  Shippers 
Association,  Inc.,  and  their  members,  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Wisconsin 
Shippers  Association,  Inc.,  5253  Hopkins 
St.,  Milwaukee,  WI 53209. 

MC  144572  (Sub-6-20TA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant:  MONFORT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  P.O.  B 
G,  Greeley,  CO  80631.  Representative: 
Steven  K.  Kuhlmann,  2800  Energy 
Center,  717— 17th  St.,  Denver,  CO  80202. 
Toilet  bowls  and  cleaning  compounds, 
fiom  Passaic,  NJ  to  Denver,  CO,  for  270 
days.  An  imderlying  ETA  seeks  120  days 
authority.  Supporting  shipper:  Flush  Co., 
P.O.  B  573,  Saddlebrook,  NJ  07662. 

MC  152608  (Sub-6-3TA),  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  NICHOLSON 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  1532  SE  3rd  Ave., 
Portland,  OR  97214.  Representative:  Paul 
C.  Nicholson  (same  as  applicant).  Salt 
(STCC  86802),  in  packages,  from  points 
in  Tooele  County,  UT,  to  points  in  OR 
and  WA  for  270  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  American  Salt  Co.,  3142 
Broadway,  Kansas  City,  MO  64111. 

MC  144040  (Sub-6-2TA),  filed  May  29, 
1981.  Applicant:  PINETREE 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  d.b.a. 
CAUFORNIA  CHARTER  BUSES,  6400 
Westminster  Ave.,  Westminster.  CA 
92683.  Representative:  Robert  Corber, 
1250  Connecticut  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Passengers  and 
their  baggage  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers  in  charter  and  special 
operations:  (1)  between  Los  Angeles  and 
Orange  Counties,  CA  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  and  places  in 
San  Francisco,  CA;  Maricopa,  AZ;  Clark, 
NV;  Washington,  D.C.;  Salt  Lake,  UT; 
and  Fairfax  County,  VA  subject  to  prior 
or  subsequent  travel  outside  the 
continental  U.S.;  and  (2)  beginning  and 
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ending  at  points  and  places  in  Los 
Angeles  and  Orange  Counties,  CA  and 
extending  to  points  and  places 
throughout  the  U.S.  (including  AK  but 
excluding  HI,  for  160  days.  Supporting 
shipper(s):  There  are  fourteen  (14) 
supporting  shippers.  Their  statements 
may  be  examined  at  the  Regional  office 
listed. 

MC 144436  (Sub-6-lTA),  Filed  May 
29,1981.  Applicant:  PRINCE,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  440,  Forsyth,  MT  59327. 
Representative:  Jerome  Anderson,  100 
Transwestern  Bldg.,  Billings,  MT  59101. 
Cement,  between  points  in  Gallatin 
County,  MT  on  the  one  hand  and  points 
in  Morgan  and  Salt  Lake  Counties,  UT 
on  the  other  hand,  for  270  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Ideal  Basic 
Industries,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  2095,  Billings, 
MT  59103. 

MC  142311  (Sub-6-2TA).  filed  May  28, 
1981.  Applicant:  QUALITY  STEAKS 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  INC., 
5100  Race  Ct.,  Denver,  CO  80216. 
Representative:  Jack  B.  Wolfe,  1600 
Sherman  St.  #665,  Denver,  CO  80203. 
Contract  carrier,  irregular  routes,  (1) 
food  and  related  products  and  (2) 
materials,  equipmentand  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  or  distribution  of  the 
commodities  named  in  (1)  above 
between  Denver,  CO  and  Phoenix,  AZ 
and  their  commercial  zones,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AZ, 

CO.  CA,  OR.  OH,  NE  and  TX  under 
contract  with  ECI  Table  Readi  Meats  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  ECI  TAble 
Readi  Meats,  2825  S.  Raritan 
Englewood,  CO  80110. 

MC  138624  (Sub-6-4TA).  filed  June  1. 
1981.  Applicant:  CLIFF  REED,  INC.,  Rt. 

1,  Box  510,  Corvallis,  MT  59828. 
Representative:  Timothy  R.  Stivers, 
P.O.B.  1576,  Boise.  ID  83701.  Lumber  and 
lumbermill  products,  from  points  in  WA, 
OR,  ID,  MT,  to  points  in  UT  and  CO,  for 
270  days.  Supporting  shipper:  F.  H. 
Stoltze  Land  &  Lumber  Co.,  Box  490, 
Columbia  Falls,  MT  59912. 

MC  156247  (Sub-6-lTA).  filed  May  29, 
1981.  Applicant:  ROBINSON  CHARTER 
LINE,  INC.,  2266  Colmena  St.,  U 
Canada,  CA  91011.  Representative: 
Donald  R.  Hedrick.  P.O.B.  88,  Norwalk, 
CA  90650.  Passengers  with  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle,  in  special 
or  charter  operations,  (1)  in  round-trip 
service  beginning  and  ending  at  points 
in  Los  Angeles,  Orange,  Riverside,  San 
Bernardino,  San  Diego,  Kern,  and 
Ventura  Counties,  CA  and  extending  to 
points  in  AZ.  NV.  NM.  UT.  CO.  OR,  WA. 
ID,  MT,  and  WY;  and  (2)  in  one-way 
service  beginning  or  ending  at  points  in 
AZ  and  extending  to  points  in  those  CA 
counties  named  in  (1)  above,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shippers:  There  are 


seven  shippers.  Their  statements  may  be 
examined  at  the  regional  office  listed 

MC  123329  (Sub-6-13TA),  filed  June  2, 
1981.  Applicant:  H.  M.  TRIMBLE  & 

SONS  LTD.,  P.O.  Box  3500,  Calgary, 
Alberta  T2P  2P9.  Representative:  D.  S. 
Vincent  (same  as  applicant).  Lumber 
and  wood  products,  between  ports  of 
entry  on  the  International  boundary  line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada 
on  the  one  hemd  and  on  the  other, 
points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  ID,  IL,  IN,  lA,  KS, 
LA.  MI.  MN,  MO,  MT,  NE,  NV,  NM,  ND. 
OH.  OK.  OR,  SD,  TN,  TX,  UT,  WA,  WI. 
and  WY,  for  270  days.  An  underlying 
ETA  seeks  authority  for  120  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  There  are  five 
shippers.  Their  statements  may  be 
examined  at  the  regional  office  listed 

MC  147327  (Sub-6-lTA),  filed  June  1, 
1981.  Applicant  VALLEY  TRANSFER  & 
STORAGE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  13236, 
Spokane,  WA  99213.  Representative: 
James  E.  Wallingford  (same  as 
applicant).  Contract  carrier:  Irregular 
routes:  Chemicals  and  allied  products, 
including  recyclable  materials:  ie;  Slag 
and  other  products  derived  therefrom. 
Between  points  in  WA.  OR,  ID,  WY, 
NV,  UT,  AZ,  NM.  and  CA.  for  the 
account  of  Fhoenix  Resource  Recovery, 
Inc.  for  270  days.  Supporting  shipper 
Phoenix  Resource  Recovery,  Inc.,  P.O. 
Box  95,  Ravensdale,  WA  98051. 

MC  148390  (Sub-6-eTA).  filed  June  2. 
1981.  Applicant  TRIWAYS.  INC.,  12302 
Wardman  Ave.,  Whittier,  CA  90602. 
Representative:  William  Davidson,  P.O. 
Box  58408,  Los  Angeles.  CA  90056. 
Contract  carrier.  Irregular  routes;  (1) 
Wearing  apparel  on  hangers  and  in 
packages;  (2)  malt  liquors:  (3)  cosmetics 
and  toilet  preparations;  between  Los 
Angeles,  CA  Commercial  Zone  and 
points  in  AZ,  ID,  OR.  NV,  UT.  and  WA 
for  270  days.  Supporting  shippers:  (1) 
Anita  Shops,  2151 N.  Soto  St,  Los 
Angeles,  CA  90022;  (2)  Nobby  2151  N. 
Soto  St.,  Los  Angeles,  CA  90022;  (3) 
General  Brewing  Co.,  312  West  8th 
Street,  Vancoover,  WA;  (4)  Avon 
Products.  Inc,  2960  East  Foothill  Blvd., 
Pasadena.  CA. 

Agatha  L.  Mergeoovicli. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  n-17BlS  Filed  6-t2-8t:  a«  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  7D35-«MI 


Motor  Carriers:  Finance  Applications; 
Decision-Notice 

As  indicated  by  dte  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  filed  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 
We  find: 


Each  transaction  is  exempt  fi*om 
section  11343  (formerly  section  5)  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  complies 
with  the  appropriate  transfer  rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication.  Replies  must  be  filed 
within  20  days  after  the  final  date  for 
filing  petitions  for  reconsiderations;  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  which  do  not  comply  with  the 
relevant  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4 
may  be  rejected. 

If  petitions  for  reconsideration  are  not 
timely  filed,  and  applicants  satisfy  the 
conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consiunmated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consummation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicants  must  comply  witii  any 
conffition  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  afier 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 

By  the  Commission.  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Krock,  Joyce  and  DowelL 

MC-FC-78982.  By  the  decision  of  May 
15. 1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10928 
and  the  transfer  rules  of  49  CF^  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Marathon  Bus  Line,  Inc.  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-140797  issued 
January  7. 1976  to  Blue  &  Grey  Transit. 
Inc.  authorizing  the  regtilar-route 
transportation  of  passengers  and  titeir 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  witii 
passengers  between  New  York.  NY,  and 
Green  Haven,  NY,  serving  intermediate 
points  of  Yonkers,  White  Plains  and 
Stormville,  NY  over  described  regular- 
routes  subject  to  the  following 
conditions:  no  incidental  charter 
operations.  Applicant's  representative 
is:  John  R.  Sims,  Jr.,  915  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  425  13th  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  20004. 
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MC-FC-79113.  By  decision  of  May  14, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  of  49  CFR 1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  W.  R.  Hurst,  Inc.,  of  Blanding, 
UT,  of  Certificate  No.  MC-112079  (Sub- 
No.  1),  issued  July  30, 1973,  to  Sam 
Crain,  doing  business  as  Sam  Crain 
Trucking,  of  Dove  Creek,  CO, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of 
uranium  and  vanaduim  ores,  in  bulk, 
from  points  in  San  Juan  County,  UT,  to 
Naturita,  Durango  and  Uravan,  CO,  and 
Thompson,  UT.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Grant  A.  Hurst,  463 11th 
Avenue,  Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84130. 

Note. — ^Transferee  holds  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  under 
MC-145187  (Sub-No.  1).  Application  for  TA 
has  not  been  fded. 

MC-FC-79130.  By  the  decision  of  May 
15, 1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926 
and  the  transfer  rules  of  49  CFR  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Alfred  Swinford  d/b/a/ 
Swinford  Trucking  Co.,  of  Paducah,  KY, 
of  Permit  No.  MC-145438  and  Sub-No. 

IF  issued  to  ABC  Truck  Co.,  a 
Corporation,  of  Marlette,  MI, 
authorizing:  Such  Commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  and  used  by  producers  and 
distributors  of  alcoholic  beverages 
(except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  between  the  facilities  of 
Heublein,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Paducah,  KY, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii],  under  continuing 
contract(s]  with  Heublein,  Inc.,  of 
Hartford,  CT.  Such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  producers  and 
distributors  of  alcoholic  beverages 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  in  tank 
vehicles]  between  the  facilities  of 
Hueblein,  Inc.,  at  or  near  (1]  Hartford, 
CT,  and  (2]  Detroit,  MI,  on  Ae  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawaii], 
under  continuing  contracts  with 
Heublein,  Inc.,  of  Hartford,  CT. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Martin  J. 
Leavitt,  P.O  Box  400,  Northville,  MI 
48167.  TA  lease  is  sought.  Transferee  is 
a  carrier. 

MC-FC-79158.  By  decision  of  May  19, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  Part  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  West  Brothers  Transfer  & 
Storage,  Hauling  &  Storage  Division,  Inc. 
of  Raleigh,  NC,  of  Certificate  of 
Registration  No.  MC-99044  (Sub-No.  1] 
issued  May  25, 1964  to  West  Brothers 
and  Storage,  Inc.,  evidencing  a  right  to 
engage  in  transportation  in  interstate 
commerce  corresponding  in  scope  to 
Common  Carrier  Certificate  No.  C-276 
dated  May  7, 1953  and  incorporated  in 


Certificate  No.  CP-16,  dated  August  19, 
1960,  issued  by  the  North  Carolina 
Utilities  Commission  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  (1]  general 
commodities,  except  those  requiring 
special  equipment  and  except 
unmanufactured  leaf  tobacco,  between 
points  and  places  within  a  radius  of  150 
miles  of  Raleigh,  NC;  (2]  household 
goods  and  family  moving  to  points  and 
places  within  a  radius  of  150  miles  of 
Raleigh;  and  (3]  retail  store  delivery 
service  including  delivery  of 
merchandise  from  retail  stores  to  their 
customers  within  a  50  mile  radius  of 
Raleigh,  NC,  and  the  return  or  exchange 
of  said  merchandise,  subject  to  the 
following  condition:  Applicant  must 
submit  a  statement  in  writing  confirming 
the  date  of  consummation  of  the 
intrastate  transaction  which  was 
approved  by  the  North  Carolina  Utilities 
Commission.  Applicant’s  representative 
is:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  818  Connecticut 
Ave.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20006. 

Note.— Transferee  is  a  non-carrier.  TA  has 
not  been  filed. 

MC-FC-79159.  By  decision  of  May  18, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132  Review 
Board  Number  3  approved  the  transfer 
to  Allen  Mitchek  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
127175  (Sub-No.  3]  issued  March  8, 1968, 
to  Remo  Transports,  Inc.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  dry  potash  compounds 
and  boron  compoimds,  fit)m  points  in 
Eddy  and  Lea  Counties,  NM,  to  points  in 
Kansas,  Missouri,  and  Oklahoma,  and  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-127175  (Sub-No.  5], 
issued  November  20, 1970,  to  Remo 
Transports,  Inc.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  boron  compounds  and 
potash,  fi'om  points  in  Eddy  and  Lea 
Counties,  NM,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Iowa,  Minnesota,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and 
Wisconsin.  Applicant’s  representative 
is:  Charles  J.  Kimball,  350  Capitol  Life 
Center,  1600  Sherman  Street,  Denver, 

CO  80203. 

Notes.— (1]  Authority  has  been  granted 
permitting  Nfo.  Mitchek  to  temporary  lease 
these  rights,  pending  disposition  of  the 
transfer  proposed. 

(2)  By  the  same  application  Mr.  Mitchek 
who  operates  under  his  Docket  No.  MC- 
139483  series  certificate  and  who  is  president 
and  a  stockholder  of  Remo,  seeks 
Commission  approval  of  his  conunon  control 
of  Jetwal,  Inc.,  which  operates  under  the 
Docket  No.  MC-148846  series  certificate. 

Such  requests  are  properly  made  in  an 
application  for  number  OP-4’'-45,  rather  than 
an  OP-FC-1.  Further  such  approval  is 
unnecessary  where,  as  here,  the  aggregate 
gross  operating  revenues  of  these  carriers  did 
not  exceed  $2,000,000  for  the  prior  calendar 
year. 

MC-79168.  By  decision  of  May  20, 

1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 


the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  H  &  L  Wells,  Ltd.,  of  Reno, 
NV,  of  Certificate  No.  MC-43269  and  all 
subs  thereunder  issued  to  Wells  Cargo, 
Inc.,  of  Reno,  NV,  authorizing:  general 
and  specified  commodities,  over  regular 
and  irregular  routes,  from  and  to  named 
points  in  the  United  States.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Howard  A.  Wells,  P.O, 
Box  1511,  Reno,  NV  89505.  TA  lease  is 
not  sought.  Transferee  is  not  a  carrier. 

MC-FC-79169,  By  decision  of  May  19, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Crooks  Warehouses  of 
Kansas  City,  Inc.  of  Permit  No.  MC- 
146249  (Sub-No.  2F]  issued  April  21, 

1980,  to  Bill’s  Transfer,  Inc.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  (1]  paper  and  paper 
proQucts  and  (2]  such  commodities  as 
are  used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper 
and  paper  products  (except  commodities 
in  bulk),  between  Kansas  City,  KS,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  and  Oklahoma,  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  Packing 
Corporation  of  America.  Applicants’ 
representative:  Clyde  N.  Christey, 
Kansas  Credit  Union  Bldg.,  1010  'Tyler, 
Suite  110-L,Topeka,  KS  66612. 

Agatha  L.  Mei-genovich, 

Secretary. 

(PR  Doc.  ei-17728  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7035-<l1-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Finance  Appiications; 
Decision-Notice 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  filed  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 

We  find: 

Each  transaction  is  exempt  from 
section  11343  (formerly  section  5]  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and  complies 
with  the  appropriate  transfer  rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication.  Replies  must  be  filed 
within  20  days  after  the  final  date  for 
filing  petitions  for  reconsiderations:  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  pcuties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  which  do  not  comply  with  the 
relevant  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4 
may  be  rejected. 
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If  the  petitions  for  reconsideration  are 
not  timely  Hied,  and  applicants  satisfy 
the  conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  20th  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consummated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consumn^ation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  any 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3.  Members  Krock,  Joyce  and  Dowell. 

MC-FC-79022.  By  decision  issued 
May  22. 1981  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  aud 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  BILUE  RAY  MYERS  d/b/a 
MYERS  TRUCK  LINE  of  Farmington. 

MO  of  Permit  No.  MC-125685  (Sub-No. 

1)  issued  May  8, 1964  to  BYRON  GENE 
SMITH  d/b/a  B.  GENE  SMITH 
TRUCKING  of  Flat  River.  MO 
authorizing  the  transportation  by 
irregular  routes,  ol  groceries  and  such 
other  commodities  usually  sold  in 
grocery  stores,  from  Esther,  MO,  to 
points  in  Randolph,  Perry,  Franklin. 
Jackson,  Williamson,  Saline,  Gallatin, 
Johnson,  Union,  Alexander,  and  Pulaski 
Counties,  IL,  restricted  to  transportation 
service  performed  under  a  continuing 
contract(s)  or  with  Mineral  Area 
Grocers  Corporation  of  Esther,  MO. 
Applicant’s  representative  is  Eric  C. 
Harris,  P.O.  Box  246,  Flat  River,  MO 
63601. 

Note.— The  application  also  contemplates 
transfer  of  permit  No.  MC-125685  (Sub-No.  2); 
however,  the  parties  did  not  furnish  a  copy  of 
that  permit  nor  is  there  any  record  of  its 
existence. 

MC-FC-79133.  By  decision  of  May  22. 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  STOVER  LINES,  INC.  of  5636 
N.W.  17th  St.,  Topeka.  KS  66618  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-126489  and  Sub-No. 

2  thereunder  issued  to  GASTON  FEED 
TRANSPORTS.  INC.  of  P.O.  Box  1066, 
Hutchinson,  KS  67501  authorizing: 
Irregular  routes:  Bone  meal,  from  St. 
Joseph,  MO,  and  Omaha,  NE  to  points  in 
Oklahoma  and  Texas,  and  that  part  of 


New  Mexico  lying  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  85,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  Feed  and  feed 
ingredients,  from  points  in  Texas,  to 
points  in  Oklahoma  and  Kansas  (except 
from  Sherman,  TX.  to  points  in 
Oklahoma,  except  salt  and  salt 
products,  and  except  cottonseed 
products  to  points  in  Kansas),  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
retxmi  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
Soybean  meal,  from  Fredonia,  KS,  to 
points  in  Nebraska  and  Missouri,  with 
no  transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
from  points  in  Missouri  to  Hutchinson, 
KS,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  Wheat  shorts, 
wheat  bran,  and  wheat  mill  run.  from 
points  in  Kansas,  to  points  in  Nebraska, 
Missouri.  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  and 
that  part  of  Colorado  lying  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  87,  with  no 
transportation  for  compensation  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized; 
Dehydrated  alfalfa,  from  Maize,  Lamed, 
and  Rozel,  KS,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  on 
return  except  as  otherwise  authorized. 
Irregular  routes:  Dry  feed  and  dry  feed 
ingredients  (except  salt  and  urea),  from 
Carthage,  MO,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  and 
Texas,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  from  Kansas  City, 
McPherson,  and  Wichita,  KS,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Oklahoma,  €uid 
Texas,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  retiuo  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  liquid  feed 
ingredients,  from  Houston,  TIC,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Kansas,  and 
Oklahoma,  with  no  transportation  for 
compensation  on  return  except  as 
otherwise  authorized.  Applicant’s 
representative  is:  Clyde  N.  Christey, 

1010  Tyler,  Suite  110-4.  Topeka.  KS 
66612.  TA  lease  is  sought  'Transferee  is 
a  carrier. 

MC-4^C-79136.  By  decision  of  May  22, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  SHORTYS  HEAVY  DUTY 
WRECKER  SERVICE,  INC.  of  4656  2  &  1 
Half  St.  N.E.,  Fridely,  55421  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-109741  issued  to 
SHORTYS  TOWING  4 
TRANSPORTATION  SERVICE,  INC.  of 
4656  2  &  1  Half  St..  N.E..  Fridley.  MN 
55421  authorizing:  Irregular  routes: 
Wrecked  or  disabled  motor  vehicles, 
and  tractors  for  replacement  or  wrecked 
or  disabled  tractors,  in  truckaway 
service,  between  points  in  Illinois,  Iowa. 
Minnesota,  North  Dakota.  South  Dakota, 


and  Wisconsin.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Courtny  Roger  Schuur, 
4656  2  &  1  Half  St.  N.E..  Fridley.  MN 
55421.  TA  lease  is  not  sought 
Transferee  is  not  a  carrier. 

MC-FC-79149.  By  decision  of  May  14, 
1981  issued  imder  49  U.S.C.  10928  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Pioneer  Freight  Systems,  Inc., 
of  Whippany,  NJ,  Certificate  No.  MC- 
63178  and  Sub-No.  1  issued  to  Kitchell 
Express,  bic.,  of  Whippany,  NJ. 
authorizing:  general  and  specified 
commodities,  over  regular  routes,  from 
and  to  rawed  points  in  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Delaware,  and  Connecticut 
Applicant’s  representative:  Charles  E. 
Creager,  P.O.  Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  MD 
21740. 

MC-FC-79150;  By  decision  of  May  20. 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10928  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Ark  City  Express,  Inc.  of  a 
portion  of  Certificate  No.  MC-57393 
(Sub-No.  7)  issued  March  19, 1981  to 
Winters  Truck  Line,  Inc.  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Wichita. 

KS,  and  Caldwell  KS.  over  U.S.  Highway 
81,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
Between  South  Haven,  KS,  and 
HunneweU,  KS,  over  U.S.  Hi^way  177, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  from 
South  Haven.  KS,  to  junction  Kansas 
Turnpike  (Interstate  Hi^way  35)  and 
U.S.  Highway  81.  serving  all 
intermediate  points;  from  South  Haven. 
KS  east  5  miles  over  U.S.  Highway  166 
to  junction  unnumbered  county 
hi^way,  thence  north  1.5  miles  to 
Portland.  KS.  thence  return  over 
unniunbered  county  Highway  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  168.  thence  east  4 
miles  over  U3.  Highway  166,  Aence 
north  2  miles  to  Ashton,  KS,  thence 
return  over  unnumbered  county 
highways  to  U.S.  Highway  166,  thence 
east  5  o^es  over  junction  U.S.  Highway 
166  to  junction  unnumbered  county 
highway,  thence  return  over 
uimumbered  county  highway  to  Geuda 
Springs.  KS,  thence  return  over 
unnumbered  county  highway  junction 
U.S.  Highway  166,  thence  west  over  U.S. 
Highway  66  to  junction  Kansas  Turnpike 
(Interstate  Highway  35)  and  U.S. 
Highway  81;  between  Ashton,  KS.  and 
junction  U.S.  Highway  160  and  KPiOsas 
Turnpike  (Interstate  Highway  35)  or  U.S. 
Highway  81.  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only  in 
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connection  with  carriers  regular  route 
operations,  serving  no  intermediate 
points:  From  Ashton  north  1.5  miles  on 
unnumbered  county  highway,  thence 
east  5  miles  on  unnumbered  county 
highway  to  Geuda  Springs,  KS,  thence  .5 
miles  over  unnumbered  county  highway, 
thence  north  11  miles  over  unnumbered 
highway  to  Oxford,  KS,  and  thence  west 
over  U.S.  Highway  160  to  junction 
Kansas  Turnpike  (Interstate  Highway 
35)  or  U.S.  Highway  81;  between 
Wellington,  KS,  and  junction 
imnumbered  county  highway  and  U.S. 
Highway  81f  serving  aU  intermediate 
points;  from  Wellington  south  6  miles 
over  U.S.  Highway  81,  thence  west  6 
miles  over  unnumbered  county  highway 
to  Perth,  KS,  thence  west  2  miles  and 
south  3  miles  over  uimumbered  county 
highways  to  Corbin,  KS,  thence  east  1 
mile  and  south  6.5  miles  over 
unnumbered  county  highway  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  81;  between  Wellington, 
KS,  and  Caldwell,  KS,  as  an  alternate 
route  for  operating  convenience  only  in 
connection  with  carriers  regular  route 
operations,  serving  no  intermediate 
points;  from  Wellington  over  U.S. 
Highway  160  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  49,  and  thence  over  Kansas 
Highway  49  to  Caldwell  between 
Caldwell,  KS,  and  Wichita,  KS,  serving 
all  intermediate  points  including  the 
Wellington  Service  Area  on  Interstate 
Highway  35  (Kansas  Turnpike;  from 
Caldwell  over  U.S.  Highway  81  to  South 
Haven,  KS,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
166  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  35 
(Kansas  Turnpike],  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  Wichita,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

MC-FC-79151.  By  decision  of  May  18, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  U.S.C.  1132, 
Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Dente  Bros.  Towing,  Inc.  of 
1977  to  Matty’s  Gulf  &  Towing  Service, 
Inc.  also  of  Newark,  Disabled  vehicles, 
in  driveaway  service,  or  in  truckaway 
service  using  wrecker  vehicles,  between 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
restricted  against  service  from  or  to 
points  in  Cuyahoga,  Summit,  Medina, 
and  Portage  Coimties,  OH.  Applicant’s 
representative  is:  George  A.  Olsen,  P.O. 
Box  357,  Gladestone,  Nj  07934. 

MC-FC-79152.  By  decision  of  May  15, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  James  R.  Smith,  doing 


business  as  Fikes  Truck  Line,  of 
Certificate  No.  MC-109583  (Sub-Nos.  4 
and  5)  issued  March  7, 1978  and  January 
3, 1978  to  H.  J.  Fikes,  doing  business  as 
Fikes  Truck  Line  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  (Sub-No.  4)  Roofing, 
roofing  supplies,  and  roofing  materials 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  of  the  Roofing  Division  of  the 
Masonite  Corporation,  in  Palaski 
County,  AR,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 

Mississippi,  Missouri,  Oklahoma,  and 
Tennessee  (except  points  in  the 
Memphis,  Commercial  Zone);  and 
(Sub-No.  5)  Lumber,  between  points  in 
Arkansas.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Horace  Fikes,  Jr.,  P.O.  Box  5632,  Pine 
Bluff,  AR  71611,  (501)  536-8378. 

MC  79153.  By  decision  of  May  15, 1981 
issued  imder  49  U.S.C.  10926  and  the 
transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132,  Review 
Board  Number  3  approved  the  transfer 
to  Donald  R.  Hagy,  of  Beaver  Falls,  PA, 
Certificate  of  Registration  No.  MC- 
120335  (Sub-No.  1)  issued  February  2, 
1965,  to  Gertrude  Irene  Hazlett,  of 
Beaver  Falls,  PA,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  (1)  articles  not 
exceeding  100  pounds  in  weight,  except 
for  automobile  tires  not  exceeding  200 
pounds,  between  Beaver  Falls,  Beaver, 
New  Brighton,  Rochester,  Monaca,  West 
Bridgewater,  and  Fallston  (Beaver 
Coimty),  PA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Pittsburgh  (Allegheny 
County],  PA,  and  (2)  general 
commodities  between  Pittsburgh 
(Allegheny  County),  PA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Darlington,  New 
Galilee,  West  Darlington,  Cannelton, 
and  Black  Hawk  (Beaver  County),  PA, 
and  Bessemer,  Enon  Valley,  Edinburg, 
Hillsville,  and  New  Bedford  (Lawrence 
County),  PA,  subject  to  the  following 
conditions:  Restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  (1)  household  goods 
and  used  office  furniture  between  points 
in  Allegheny  County,  PA,  except  as 
presently  authorized,  (2)  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles,  and 
(3)  commodities  the  transportation  of 
which  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment.  Applicant’s  representative 
is:  Thomas  M.  Mulroy,  Esq.,  Pillar  and 
Mulroy,  1500  Bank  Tower,  307  Fourth 
Avenue,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15222. 

MC-FC-79163.  By  decision  of  May  22, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Arizona  Transportation,  Inc., 
of  Certificate  No.  MC-1483197  (Sub-No. 
3)  and  Permit  No.  MC-147170  and  MC- 
147170  (Sub-Nos.  1  and  3)F,  issued, 
respectively  on  November  6, 1980,  July 
15, 1980,  August  18, 1980,  and  August  18, 


1980,  to  Kenneth  Ducher,  d/b/a  K  &  L 
’Truck  Service,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  (A)(1)  adhesives,  boiler 
cleansing  compounds,  crude  petroleum 
treating  compoimds,  cleaning 
compoimds,  organic  compounds, 
inedible  fatty  alcohols,  testile  softening 
compound,  paint  additives,  synthetic 
plastic  erosol  resins,  leather  finishing 
materials,  and  fireproofing  flame 
retardant  compounds  (except 
commodities  in  bulk)  i^m  fte  facilities 
of  Henkel  Corporation  (a)  at  Hoboken, 

NJ  and  (b)  Hawthorne,  CA,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii);  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  the  commodities  in 
(1)  above  (except  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) 
from  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii)  to  the  facilities  of 
Henkel  Corporation  at  (a)  Hoboken,  NJ, 
and  (b)  Hawthorne,  CA,  (B)  plastic 
materials  (except  commodities  in  bulk) 
from  points  in  'Texas  to  points  in 
California,  imder  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Bolcof  Plastics,  Inc.,  of  Azusa,  CA, 
(C)  insecticides,  fastemers,  tape,  ties, 
fertilizer  carts,  grass  catchers,  pruning 
shears,  wooden  plant  stakes,  sprayers 
and  steel  shelving,  from  the  facilities  of 
Dexol  Industries,  at  Torrance,  CA,  to  the 
facilities  of  Dexol  Industries  at  Dallas, 
TX,  and  points  in  Arizona,  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Montana, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 

Oregon,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming,  under  confining  contract(s) 
with  Dexol  Industries,  of  Torrance,  CA, 
and  (D)  clothing  from  the  facilities  of 
Petrie  Stores  Corporation  at  Dallas,  TX, 
to  Los  Angeles,  Oakland,  and  San 
Francisco,  CA,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Petrie  Stores,  of 
Secaucus,  NJ.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Milton  W.  Flack,  8383 
Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  900,  Beverly  Hills, 
CA  90211. 

MC-FC-79172.  By  decision  of  May  20, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3,  approved  the 
transfer  to  Ned  Bard  &  Son  Co.,  of  Leola, 
PA,  to  Certificate  Nos.  MC-20723  and 
MC-20723  (Sub-No.  4  and  5),  issued  to 
Ned  E.  Bard,  and  Individual,  of  Leola, 
PA,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
MC-20723 — Lumber,  (a)  from 
Philadelphia,  PA,  Baltimore.  MD  and 
Camden,  NJ,  to  points  in  Lancaster 
County,  PA,  and  (b)  from  Wilmington, 
DE,  to  Leola,  Witmer  and  Ronks,  PA; 
fertilizer,  from  Baltimore,  MD,  to  points 
in  Lancaster  County,  PA;  Ground  oyster 
shells,  dairy  feed  and  such  materials  as 
are  used  in  the  manufacture  of  dairy 
feed,  from  Baltimore,  MD  to  Leola, 
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Witmer,  Ronks,  New  Holland  and 
Hinkletown,  PA:  (Sub-4)  (1)  metal  and 
metal  products  and  machinery  and 
machinery  parts,  and  (2)  equipment, 
materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and 
installation  of  the  commodities  in  (1) 
above  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
dump  vehicles),  between  points  in 
Lancaster  and  Chester  Counties,  PA,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Maine,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
Massachusetts,  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 

Delaware,  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
Indiana,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Iowa, 
Wisconsin,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia, 
Flordia,  Mississippi  and  Alabama, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
indicated  origins  or  destined  to  the 
indicated  destinations;  and  (Sub-5) 
General  Commodities  (except  used 
household  goods,  hazardous  or  secret 
materials,  and  sensitive  weapons  and 
munitions),  for  the  United  States 
Government,  between  points  in  the 
United  States.  Applicant’s 
Representative:  ].  Bruce  Walter,  410 
North  Third  Street,  P.O.  Box  1146, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17108. 

Note.— TA  application  has  been  decided. 
Transferee  is  a  non-carrier. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17729  Filed  S-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  703S-01-M 

Motor  Carriers,  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1^1,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  from 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  pa3mient  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  publication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involvng  duly  noted 


problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operaitons,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 
perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitile  IV,  United  States  Code,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservaton  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication,  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed) 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operatons  (except  those  with  duly  noted 
problems)  and  will  remain  in  full  effect 
only  as  long  as  the  applicant  maintains 
appropriate  compliance.  The  unopposed 
applicatons  involvng  new  entrants  will 
be  subject  to  the  issuance  of  an  effective 
notice  setting  forth  the  compliance 
requirements  which  must  be  satisfied 
before  the  authority  will  be  issued.  Once 
this  compliance  is  met,  the  authority  will 
be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  2, 
Members  Carleton,  Fisher,  and  Williams. 
Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

Note. — ^All  applications  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  “under 
contract’*. 

Volume  No.  OPY-3-4)91 

Decided:  June  8, 1981. 

MC  2245  (Sub-17),  filed  May  29, 1981. 
Applicant:  THE  O.  K.  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  A  Corporation,  3000  E. 
Crescentville  Rd.,  Cincinnati,  OH  45241. 
Representative:  Robert  R  Kinker,  314 
West  Main  St.,  P.O  Box  464,  Frankfort, 
KY  40602,  (502)  223-8244.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  genera/ 


commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  (1)  Between  Chicago,  IL  and 
Valdosta,  GA:  From  Chicago  over  U.S. 
Hwy  41  to  Nashville,  ’TN,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  24  to  Chattanooga,  TN, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  75  to  Valdosta, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (2) 
Between  Louisville,  KY  and  Savannah, 
GA:  From  Louisville  over  Interstate  Hwy 
65  to  Montgomery,  AL,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  231  to  Dothan.  AL,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  84  to  Brunswick,  GA,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  95  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  16,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  16  to 
Savannah,  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (3)  Between  Lexington,  KY  and 
Vicksburg,  MS:  From  Lexington  over 
Interstate  Hwy  75  to  Chattanooga,  TN, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  24  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  59,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  59  to  Birnungham,  AL,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  20  to  Vicksburg,  and 
retiun  over  the  same  route;  (4)  Between 
Cleveland,  OH  and  Mobile,  AL:  From 
Cleveland  oyer  Interstate  Hwy  77  to 
Charlotte,  NC,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy 
85  to  Montgomery,  AL,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  65  to  Mobile,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (5)  Between  SL 
Louis,  MO  and  Mobile,  AL:  From  SL 
Louis  over  Interstate  Hwy  55  to  Jackson, 
MS,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  49  to  Gullit, 
MS,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  10  to 
Mobile,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(6)  Between  St  Louis,  MO  and  Joplin, 
MO,  over  Interstate  Hwy  44;  (7)  ^tween 
.  St.  lAuis,  MO  and  Little  Rode,  AR,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  67;  (8)  Between  St  Louis,  MO 
and  Louisville,  KY,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
64;  (9)  Between  Champaign,  IL  and 
junction  Interstate  Hwys  55  and  57  at  or 
near  Sikeston,  MO,  over  Interstate  Hwy 
57;  (10)  between  Versailles,  KY  and 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  62  and  Interstate 
Hwy  55  at  or  near  Sikeston,  MO,  over 
U.S.  Hwy  62;  (11)  Between  Menqihis,  TN 
and  Arlington,  VA:  From  MempUs  over 
Interstate  Hwy  40  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  81,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  81  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  50,  then  over  U3. 
Hwy  50  to  Arlington,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (12)  Between  Arlington,  VA 
and  Macon.  GA:  From  Arlington  over 
Interstate  Hwy  395  to  junction  Interstate 
Hwy  95,  then  over  Interstate  Hwy  95  to 
junction  Interstate  Hwy  16,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  16  to  Macon,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (13)  Between 
Charleston,  WV  and  Norfolk.  VA  over 
(a)  U.S.  Hwy  60,  and  (b)  Interstate  Hwy 
64;  (14)  Between  Memphis,  TN  and 
Chattanooga,  TN,  over  U.&  Hwy  72;  (15) 
Between  Knoxville.  TN  and  Charleston, 
SC:  From  Knoxville  over  Interstate  Hwy 
40  to  Asheville,  NC,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  26  to  Charleston,  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (16)  between  Asheville, 
NC  and  junction  U.S.  Hwy  64  and 
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Interstate  Hwy  95  near  Rocky  Mount, 

NC:  From  Asheville  over  Interstate  Hwy 
40  to  Raleigh,  NC,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  64 
to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  95,  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (17)  Between 
Texarkana,  AR  and  junction  Interstate 
Hwys  20  and  95:  From  Texarkana  over 
Interstate  Hwy  30  to  Little  Rock,  AR, 
then  over  Interstate  Hwy  40  to  Memphis, 
TN,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  78  to 
Birmingham,  AL,  then  over  Interstate 
Hwy  20  to  junction  Interstate  Hwy  95, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (18) 
between  Peoria,  IL  and  Kansas  City, 

MO:  From  Peoria  over  U.S.  Hwy  24  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  36,  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  36  to  St.  Joseph,  MO,  then  over 
Interstate  Hwy  29  to  Kansas  City,  and 
return  over  the  same  route:  (19)  Between 
Kansas  City,  MO  and  Montgomery,  AL: 
From  Kansas  City  over  U.S.  Hwy  71  to 
Texarkana,  AR,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  82 
to  Montgomery,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (20)  Between  Macon,  MO 
and  Little  Rock,  AR:  From  Macon  over 
U.S.  Hwy  63  to  Jefferson  City,  MO,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  54  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
65,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  65  to  Little  Rock, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (21) 
Between  Fort  Smith,  AR  and  Vicksburg, 
MS:  From  Fort  Smith  over  Interstate 
Hwy  40  to  Little  Rock,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  65  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  82,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  82  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy 
61,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy  61  to  Vicksburg, 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (22) 
Between  Nashville,  TN  and  junction 
Interstate  Hwys  24  and  57  near  Pulleys 
Mills,  IL,  over  Interstate  Hwy  24;  (23) 
Between  Kingdom  City,  MO  and 
Jefferson  City,  MO,  over  U.S.  Hwy  54; 
(24)  serving  in  (1)  through  (23)  all  points 
in  AL.  AR.  GA.  KY.  MO.  MS,  NC,  SC, 

TN  and  VA  as  off  route  points. 

Note. — ^Applicant  intends  to  tack  this 
authority  with  its  existing  authority. 

MC  3104  (Sub-7),  filed  May  29, 1981. 
Applicant:  Z  &  M  MOTOR  UNE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  2345,  Cumberland,  MD  21502. 
Representative:  Dixie  C.  Newhouse, 

1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1417, 
Hagerstown.  MD  21740,  (301)  797-6060. 
Transporting  (1)  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products,  (2)  rubber  and  fiastic 
products,  and  (3)  metal  products, 
between  the  facilities  of  Chattanooga 
Glass  Co.,  located  at  points  in  the  U.S.. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  12945  (Sub-3),  filed  May  29. 1981. 
Applicant:  THE  TOLEDO 
AUTOMOBILE  CLUB.  2271  Ashland 
Ave.,  Toledo,  OH  43620.  Representative; 
Keith  D.  Warner,  5732  W.  Rowland  Rd., 
Toledo.  OH  43613,  (419)  474-6683. 
Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 


passengers,  in  charter  operations, 
between  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  69834  (Sub-23),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  PRICE  TRUCK  UNE.  INC., 
2945  North  Market,  Wichita,  KS  67219. 
Representative:  Paul  V.  Dugan,  2707 
West  Douglas,  Wichita,  KS  67213,  (316) 
943-2325.  Over  regular  routes, 
transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives),  (1) 
between  Wichita,  KS,  and  Wellington, 
KS:  From  Wichita  over  Interstate  Hwy 
35  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  180,  then  over 
U.S.  Hwy  160  to  Wellington  and  return 
over  the  same  route;  (2)  between 
Wichita,  KS,  and  Bartlesville,  OK;  From 
Wichita  over  Interstate  Hwy  35  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  177,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  177  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  60,  then 
over  U.S.Hwy  60  to  Bartlesville,  OK,  and 
return  over  the  same  route:  (3)  between 
Wichita.  KS,  and  Ponca  City,  OK:  From 
Wichita  over  Interstate  Hwy  35  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  166,  then  over  U.S. 
Hwy  166  to  junction  U.S.  Hwy  77,  then 
over  U.S.  Hwy  77  to  Ponca  City,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  and  (4) 
between  Wichita.  KS.  and  Augusta,  KS. 
over  U.S.  Hwy  54. 

MC  83745  (Sub-11),  filed  May  13. 1981. 
Applicant:  UNIVERSAL  TRUCKING, 
INC.,  6020  Hohman  Ave,,  Hammond,  IN 
46320.  Representative:  Joel  H.  Steiner,  39 
South  LaSalle,  Suite  600,  Chicago,  IL 
60603,  (312)  236-9375.  Transporting  (1) 
metal  products;  (2)  machinery:  and  (3) 
commodities  which  because  of  their  size 
or  weight  require  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  between  points  in  CT,  DE, 

IL.  IN.  KY,  MD,  MA.  MI.  MO,  NJ,  NY, 

OH.  PA.  RI.  TN.  WV.  WI  and  DC. 

MC  114334  (Sub-94),  filed  May  28. 

1981.  Applicant:  BUILDERS 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  3710  Tuiane  Rd.,  Memphis, 
TN  38116.  Representative:  Dale 
Woodall,  900  Memphis  Bank  Bldg., 
Memphis.  TN  38103,  (901)  525-6781. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
points  in  Jefferson  County,  AL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  the  U.S.  in  and  east  of  ND,  SD,  NE, 

KS,  OK.  and  TX. 

MC  115724  (Sub-14),  filed  June  2. 1981. 
Applicant:  PHILLIPS  TRUCK  UNES, 
INC.,  4500  N.  Sewell.  Suite  No.  5. 
Oklahoma  City,  OK  73154. 
Representative:  Max  G.  Morgan,  P.O. 
Box  1540.  Edmond,  OK  73034,  (405)  348- 
7700.  Transporting  (1)  metal  products, 
and  (2)  transportation  equipment, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Trinity 
Industries  and  its  subsidiary,  Hackney. 
Inc.,  both  of  Dallas,  TX. 

MC  126294  (Sub-1),  filed  May  28, 1981. 
Applicant:  FAIRCHILD,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
FAIRCHILD  MOVING  &  STORAGE,  660 


North  18th  Ave.,  Yakima,  WA  98902. 
Representative:  George  H.  Hart,  1100 
IBM  Bldg.,  Seattle,  WA  98101,  (206)  624- 
7373.  Transporting  household  goods, 
between  points  in  WA,  OR.  ID,  and  MT. 

MC  127905  (Sub-5),  filed  May  21, 1981. 
Applicant:  LYNN  H.  SCOTT,  INC.,  8532 
Blossvale  Rd..  Blossvale,  NY  13308. 
Representative:  John  D.  Shannon,  326 
Stone  St..  Oneida,  NY  13421,  (315)  363- 
1740.  Transporting  Metal  products, 
between  points  in  Oneida,  Onondaga, 
and  Cayuga  Counties,  NY,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  128205  (Sub-106),  filed  May  29, 
1981.  Applicant:  BULICVIATIC 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  12000  South 
Doty  Ave.,  Chicago,  IL  60628. 
Representative:  E.  Stephen  Heisley,  805 
McLachlen  Bank  Bldg.  666  Eleventh  St., 
NW.  Washington,  D.C;  20001,  (202)  628- 
9243.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  W.  W. 
Grainger,  Inc.,  of  Chicago,  IL 

MC  133105  (Sub-5),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant;  J  &  J  TRANSFER  COMPANY, 
INC.,  2420  Blanchard  Blvd.,  Columbus, 
GA  31903.  Representative:  W.  H. 
Tomlinson,  1601 13th  St.,  Columbus,  GA 
31901,  (404)  322-8404.  Transporting 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  Columbus,  GA,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AL  FL, 
SC,  TN.  and  TX. 

MC  135684  (Sub-168),  filed  May  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  BASS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 

Box  391,  Flemington,  NJ  08822. 
Representative:  Herbert  Alan  Dubin,  818 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006,  (202)  331-1174.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Intermodal  Consolidating  Service,  of 
Bridgewater,  NJ. 

MC  136545  (Sub-37),  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant:  NUSSBERGER  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  929  Railroad  St.. 
Prentice,  WI  54556.  Representative: 
Richard  A.  Westley,  4506  Regent  St., 
Suite  100,  Madison.  WI  53705,  (608)  238- 
3119.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  Rusk  County,  WI,  on 
the  one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  140484  (Sub-97),  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant:  LESTER  COGGINS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  69,  Fort 
Myers,  FL  33902.  Representative:  Frank 
T.  Day  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(813)  334-4517.  Transportiiig  clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products. 
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fireplaces  and  building  materials, 
between  points  in  AL,  CA,  FL,  GA,  LA, 
MD,  OH,  OK,  PA,  NC.  SC.  TN,  and  TX, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Duval  and  Seminole  Counties, 
FL  and  those  in  FL  on  and  south  of  FL 
Hwy  50. 

MC 144964  (Sub-10),  filed  June  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  ESSEX  EXPRESS, 
INCORPORATED,  1200  Hammondville 
Rd.,  Pompano  Beach,  FL  33060. 
Representative:  Don  A.  Allen,  2550  M 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20037, 

(202)  457-6495.  Transporting /oof/ ontf 
related  products,  (1)  between  points  in 
Hillsboro  County,  FL,  and  Cumberland 
County,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  York,  NY,  and  (2) 
between  points  in  Cumberland  County, 
NJ,  Erie  County,  NY,  Kent  County,  DE, 
and  Hartford  County,  CT,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  odier,  points  in  PA, 

MD,  NJ,  and  VA. 

MC  145454  (Sub-19),  filed  May  27, 

1981.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  INC.,  7336  West  15th  Ave., 
Gary,  IN  46406.  Representative:  Anthony 
E.  Young,  29  South  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  350, 
Chicago.  IL  60603,  (312)  782-8880. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  Polk  County,  GA  and 
Kendall  and  Will  Counties.  IL,  on  the 
one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  145935  (Sub-10),  filed  May  29. 

1981.  Applicant:  ALL  STATES 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  Rt.  1,  Box  27, 
Fort  Worth,  TX  76179.  Representative: 
Heury  F.  Horak,  Suite  115,  5001 
Brentwood  Stair  Rd.,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76112,  (817)  457-0804.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  the  facilities 
of  Dayco  Corporation  and  its  divisions 
and  subsidiaries  located  at  points  in  the 
U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146695  (Sub-8),  filed  May  28, 1981. 
Applicant:  YANKEE  S.  &  L.,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
YANKEE  MOTOR  FREIGHT.  1136W 
500S,  Marion,  IN  46952.  Representative: 
M.  H.  Haisley  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (317)  674-7745.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  the  facilities 
of  Burger  King  Corporation  and  its 
affiliates,  located  at  points  in  the  U.S.. 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  148075  (Sub-6),  filed  May  29, 1981. 
Applicant:  CECIL  E.  KING,  JR.  d.b.a. 
CECIL  KING  TRUCKING,  Route  2. 
Seagrove,  NC  27341.  Representative: 
Francis  J.  Ortman,  4401  East  West  Hwy, 
Suite  404,  Washington,  DC  20014,  (301) 
986-9030.  Transporting  rubber  and 
plastic  products  and  leather  and  leather 


products,  between  points  in  the  U.Sm 
under  continuing  contract(s]  with 
Converse  Rubber  Co.,  Division  of  Eltra 
Corp.,  of  Wilmington,  MA 

MC  148655  (Sub-17),  filed  May  29. 

1981.  Applicant  ERIEVIEW  CARTAGE, 
INC.,  100  Erieview  Plaza,  P.O.  Box  6977, 
Cleveland,  OH  44101.  Representative:  E. 
Stephen  Heisley,  805  McLachlen  Bank 
Bldg.,  666  Eleventh  St.  NW, 

Washington,  DC  20001,  (202)  628-9243. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  148785  (Sub-4),  filed  May  29, 1981. 
Applicant  SUDDEN  MOVING  & 
STORAGE,  INC.  d.b.a.  SUDDEN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY.  5154  Kennedy 
Ave.,  Cincinnati,  OH  45213 
Representative:  Boyd  B.  Ferris.  50  W. 
Broad  St.,  Coliunbus,  OH  43215,  (614) 
464-4103.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  dasses  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
imder  continuing  contract(s)  with 
Amway  Corporation,  of  Ada,  MI. 

MC  150954  (Sub-34),  filed  May  27, 

1981.  Applicant:  TRAVIC 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  123  Coulter 
Ave.,  Admore,  PA  19003. 
Representative:  Robert  A  Wehage 
(same  address  as  applicant),  (512)  824- 
5590.  Transporting  gfenero/  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s]  with  General 
Electric  Co.,  of  Fairfield,  CT. 

MC  151164  (Sub-2),  filed  May  26, 1981. 
Applicant  T.L.C.  CHARTER  COACH, 
INC.,  157  Summerfield  St.,  Scarsdale, 

NY.  Representative:  L  C.  Major,  Jr., 

Suite  400,  Overlook  Bldg.,  6121  Lincolnia 
Rd..  Alexandria.  VA  22312,  (703)  750- 
1112.  Transporting  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  charter  and  spedal 
operations,  between  New  York,  NY,  on 
the  one  hand,  cmd,  on  the  other,  points 
in  CT.  FL,  LA  ME.  MA,  NH,  NJ.  NC.  PA 
SC.  TN.  VT,  VA,  and  DC. 

MC  151665  (Sub-l),  filed  June  2. 1981. 
Applicant:  MAGNUM,  LTD.,  Box  775, 
Hillsboro,  ND  58045.  Representative: 
Richard  P.  Anderson,  502  First  National 
Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo.  ND  58126,  (701)  235- 
4487.  Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  dasses  A  andfB  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Lavelle 
Company,  of  Fargo,  ND. 

MC  152244  (Sub-1),  filed  May  29. 1981. 
Applicant:  TOTE,  INC.,  Box  753,  Sioux 
Falls,  SD  57101.  Representative:  Thomas 
J.  Simmons,  S.D.  Transport  Services, 
Inc.,  P.O.  Box  480,  Sioux  Falls,  SD  57101, 
1(605)  339-3629.  lYansporting  lumber 
and  wood  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 


with  House  of  Plywood,  Inc.,  of  Sioux 
Falls.  SD. 

MC  155365,  filed  May  28, 1981. 
Applicant:  BEVERAGE  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  3741  Walton,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76133.  Representative:  William  D.  Lynch, 
P.O.  Box  912,  Austin,  TX  78767,  (512) 
472-1101.  Transporting  malt  beverages, 
between  points  in  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  OK  and  NM. 

MC  156124,  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  RAPID  DELIVERY  SERVICE, 
INC.,  4320V2  Southwest  9th.  P.O.  Box 
2516,  Des  Moines,  lA  50315. 
Representative:  Ronald  R.  Adams,  600 
Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des  Moines,  lA  50309, 
(515)  244-2329.  Transporting  pulp,  paper 
and  related  products,  between  points  in 
Polk  County,  LA  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  NE. 

MC  156155,  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant  TAYLOR  TRUCKING  CO.. 
2516  N.  Prince,  Clovis,  NM  88101. 
Representative:  James  D.  Taylor  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (505)  763-4852. 
Transporting  scales,  between  points  in 
Lauderdale  County,  MS,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MS, 
LA.  AR.  TX.  OK.  NM,  and  AZ. 

MC  156195,  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant  GAMES  TRUCKING,  INC, 
7128  W.  Jackson  St,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46241.  Representative:  James  L.  Beattey, 
300  E.  Fall  Creek  tkwy.  Suite  403, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46205  (317)  923-8118. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  dasses  A  cmd  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  IN,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  AR,  TX,  ML 
WI,  GA  Oa  NY,  OK,  KS.  MO,  lA  KY. 
TN,  PA  MD.  NC  SC.  IL.  and  DC 

Vol.  No.  OPY-3-093 

Decided:  June  8, 1981. 

MC  9644  (Sub-9),  filed  June  1. 1981. 
Applicant:  HAYES  TRUCK  UNE,  INC, 
1410  Interdty  Trafficway,  P.O.  Box  4060, 
Kansas  City.  MO  64101.  Representative: 
Larry  D.  Knox,  600  Hubbell  Bldg.,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50309  (515)  244-2329. 
Transporting  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Macoupin 
County,  IL,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  MO  and  NE. 

MC  59124  (Sub-23),  filed  April  30, 

1981,  previously  published  in  the  FR 
issue  of  May  18, 1981.  Applicant 
MAIERS  MOTOR  FREIGHT 
COMPANY,  875  East  Huron  Ave., 
Vassar,  MI  48768.  Representative: 
Wayne  D.  Fox  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (517)  823-8503.  Over  regular 
routes,  transporting  ^nenn/ 
commodities  (except  dasses  A  and  B 
explosives),  (13)  Between  junction  U.S. 
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Hwy  127  and  MI  Hwy  50,  and  Monroe, 

MI,  over  MI  Hwy  50. 

Note. — ^This  partial  republication  corrects 
the  territorial  description,  which  was 
previously  omitted. 

MC  67015  (Sub-2),  Tiled  fune  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  TIGARD  SHERWOOD 
TRUCK  SERVICE.  INC.,  1818  S.E.  2nd 
St.,  Portland,  OR  97214.  Representative: 

F.  Roger  Price  (same  address  as 
applicant)  (503)  234-6567.  Transporting 
(1)  electrical  machinery,  equipment  or 
supplies,  (2)  metal  products,  and  (3) 
waste  or  scrap  materials  not  identified 
by  producing  industry,  between  points 
in  ^e  U.S..  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Chloride  Western  Batteries,  Inc.,  of 
Beaverton,  OR. 

MC  99594  (Sub-3),  flled  June  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  THE  UNION  CARTAGE 
COMPANY,  42  N.  Canfield-Niles  Rd.. 
Youngstown.  OH  44515.  Representative: 
A.  Charles  Tell,  100  E.  Broad  St, 
Columbus.  OH  43215  (614)  228-1541. 
Transporting  meffl/produc/s,  between 
points  in  AL,  CT,  DE,  lU  IN.  KY.  MD.  MI, 
N).  NY.  NC.  OH.  PA,  SC.  TN.  VA.  WV 
and  DC. 

MC  119774  (Sub-114),  filed  June  1, 

1981.  Applicant:  EAGLE  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
471,  Kilgore,  TX  75662.  Representative: 
Bernard  H.  English,  6270  Firth  Rd..  Fort 
Worth,  TX  76116  (817)  731-6431. 
Transporting  Mercer  commodities,  and 
earth  drilling  equipment,  between  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  123765  (Sub-15).  Bled  June  1. 1981. 
Applicant:  BARRY  TRANSIT  & 
STORAGE  CO..  INC.,  120  East  National 
Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI 53204. 
Representative:  Richard  C.  Alexander, 
710  North  Plankinton  Ave.,  Milwaukee, 
WI  53204  (414)  273-7410.  Transporting 
empty  beverage  containers,  between 
points  in  the  U.S..  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing 
Company,  of  Milwaukee,  WL 

MC  133155  (Sub-3),  filed  May  29. 1981. 
Applicant  CULP  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  511 
South  Coy,  Kansas  City.  KS  66105. 
Representative:  William  R.  Williams, 
2400  Pershing  Rd.,  Crown  Center  Suite 
672.  Kansas  City.  MO  64108  (816)  474- 
0400.  Over  regular  routes,  transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  Kansas  City, 
KS,  and  Sedalia,  MO:  from  Kansas  City 
over  Interstate  Hwy  70  to  junction 
Interstate  Hwy  70  and  U.S.  Hwy  65.  and 
then  over  U.S.  Hwy  65  to  Sedalia,  MO. 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

MC  133604  (Sub-14),  filed  June  1. 1981. 
Applicant  LYNN  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  INC.,  712  South  11th  St, 
Oskaloosa,  lA  52577.  Representative: 
Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  P.O.  Box  279, 


Ottumwa.  lA  52501  (515)  682-8154. 
Transporting  furniture  and  fixtures, 
between  points  in  TX,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  lA  and  MO. 

MC  134134  (Sub-95),  filed  June  2. 1981. 
Applicant:  MAINUNER  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  4202  Dahlman  Ave., 
Omaha,  NE  68107.  Representative: 

James  F.  Crosby,  7363  Pacific  St,  Oak 
Park  Office  Bldg.,  Suite  210B,  Omaha, 

NE  68114  (402)  397-0900.  Transporting 
(1)  furniture  and  fixtures;  (2) 
institutional  equipment;  and  (3)  metal 
products,  between  points  in  Cuyahoga 
County,  OH,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  ME,  NH,  VT,  MA,  RI, 
CT,  NY,  NJ,  PA,  MD,  DE.  VA,  WV,  OR 
MI.  IN,  KY,  TN,  WL  IL,  MN,  lA,  MO.  ND. 
SD,  NE,  KS  and  CO. 

MC  135865  (Sub-9),  filed  June  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  APPLEGATE  DRAYAGE 
COMPANY,  325  N  5th  St.,  Sacramento, 
CA  95814.  Representative:  Michael  T. 
Applegate  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(916)  443-^52.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  AZ,  CA, 
ID,  NV,  OR.  UT,  and  WA. 

MC  135895  (Sub-128),  filed  June  1, 

1981.  Applicant:  B  &  R  DRAYAGE,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  8534,  Battlefield  Station, 
Jackson,  MS  39204.  Representative: 
Douglas  C.  Wynn,  P.O.  Box  1295, 
Greenville,  MS  38701,  (601)  335-3576. 
Transporting  [\)  food  and  related 
products;  and  (2)  containers,  between 
the  facilities  of  Jos.  Schlitz  Brewing 
Company,  located  at  points  in  the  U.S., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  138624  (Sub-3),  filed  June  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  CUFF  REED,  INC.,  Rt  1,  Box 
5ia  Corvallis,  MT  5982a 
Representative:  Timothy  R.  Stivers,  P.O. 
Box  157a  Boise.  ID  83701,  (208)  343-3071. 
Transporting  lumber  and  wood 
products,  and  building  materials, 
between  points  in  CA,  ED,  MT,  NV, 
ND,  CO.  OR.  SD,  UT,  WA,  and  WY. 

MC  138805  (Sub-12),  filed  June  1. 1981. 
Applicant:  S  &  L  SERVICES,  EMC.,  RD 
#1,  Milton,  PA  17847.  Representative: 
Terrence  D.  Jones,  2033  K  St.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006,  (202)  223-8270. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  PA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IN,  IL,  Ml, 

PA  and  WI. 

MC  142955  (Sub-3),  filed  June  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  J  &  G  SWARTZ,  INC.,  3755 
Fenwick  Drive,  Spring  Valley,  CA  92077. 
Representative:  David  P.  Christianson, 
707  Wilshire  Blvd.,  Suite  1800,  Los 
Angeles.  CA  90017,  (213)  627-6471. 
Transporting  furniture  and  fixtures, 
between  points  in  NY,  PA,  ME,  MA,  NH, 


VT,  CT,  RI,  and  OK,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CA. 

MC  145454  (Sub-20),  filed  June  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  SOUTHERN 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY,  INC.,  7336  West  15th  Ave., 
Gary,  IN  46406.  Representative:  Anthony 
E.  Young,  29  South  LaSalle  St.,  Suite  350, 
Chicago,  IL  60603,  (312)-782-8880. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
used  or  dealt  in  by  chain  grocery  and 
food  business  houses,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  imder  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Roundy’s,  Inc.,  of  Milwaukee,  WI. 

MC  145515  (Sub-14),  filed  June  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  GREENE'S  CARTAGE  CO., 
INC.,  1934  Avalon  Ave.,  Muscle  Shoals, 
AL  35660.  Representative:  Robert  E. 

Bom,  Suite  508, 1447  Peachtree  St.,  NE, 
Atlanta,  GA  30309,  (404)  892-8020. 
Transporting  chemicals  and  related 
products,  between  points  in  Lauderdale 
and  Colbert  Counties,  AL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  145715  (Sub-19),  filed  June  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  BELL  TRUCKING,  ING.,  P.O. 
Box  165,  Van  Buren,  AR  72956. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
1065,  Fayetteville,  AR  72701,,  (501)  521- 
8121.  Transporting  metal  products, 
between  the  facilities  of  Bekaert  Steel 
Wire  Corporation,  at  or  near  Van  Buren, 
AR.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145715  (Sub-20),  filed  June  1. 1981. 
Applicant:  BELL  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  165,  Van  Buren,  AR  279^. 
Representative:  Don  Garrison,  P.O.  Box 
1065,  Fayetteville,  AR  7270lJ  (501)  521- 
8121.  Transporting /oo</o/i£f|re/ote(/ 
products,  between  points  inlAR,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  &e  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  146285  (Sub-5),  filed  June  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  JIM  CONNER  ENTERPRISES. 
INC.,  Route  37  South,  Benton,  IL  62812. 
Representative:  Michael  W.  O’Hara,  300 
Reisch  Bldg.,  Springfield,  EL  62701,  (217) 
544-5468.  Transporting  machinery  and 
metal  products,  between  points  in  the 
U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s)  with 
American  Environmental  Products 
Corporation,  of  Cherry  Hill,  NJ. 

MC  146314  (Sub-6),  filed  June  2, 1981. 
Applicant:  G  &  T  TRUCKING 
COMPANY,  a  corporation.  Route  #1, 
County  Rd.  2  and  35  South,  Elko,  MN 
55022.  Representative:  James  E. 
Ballenthin,  630  Osbom  Bldg.,  St.  Paul, 
MN  55102,  (612)  227-7731.  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
ND,  SD,  MN.  lA.  WI.  MI,  IL.  KS,  NE,  IN 
and  MO. 

MC  151225  (Sub-5),  filed  June  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  DON  WARD,  INC.,  241  West 
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56th  Ave.,  Denver,  CO  80216. 
Representative;  Steven  E.  Napper,  718- 
17th  St.,  Suite  1700,  Denver,  CO  80202, 
(303)  825-5111.  Transporting 
commodities  in  bulk,  between  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC 151264,  filed  May  26, 1981. 
Applicant:  CHESAPEAKE  & 

NORTHERN  TRANSPORTATION 
CORP.,  5604  Capelle  Road,  Portsmouth, 
VA  23703.  Representative:  James  C. 

Riffe  (same  address  as  applicant),  (804) 
483-3672.  Transporting  passengers  and 
their  baggage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
passengers,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  beginning  at  Norfolk, 
Portsmouth,  Virginia  Beach,  Suffolk, 
Chesapeake,  Newport  News,  Hampton, 
Williamsburg,  Franklin,  Hopewell,  and 
Petersburg,  VA,  and  points  in  Isle  of 
Wight,  Sussex,  Surry,  York, 

Southampton,  Northampton,  Accommac, 
and  Elizabeth  City  Counties,  NC,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  151415  (Sub-2),  filed  June  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  HORIZON  CHARTER 
COACHES,  INC,,  P.O.  Box  15655, 
Milwaukee,  WI 53215.  Representative: 
Richard  C.  Alexander,  710  North 
Plankinton  Ave.,  Milwaukee,  WI  53203, 
(414)  273-7410.  Transporting  (1)  over 
regular  routes,  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express  and  newspapers, 
in  the  same  vehicle  with  passengers;  (a) 
Between  St.  Louis,  MO  and  Peoria,  IL: 
From  St.  Louis  over  Eads  Bridge  to  East 
St.  Louis,  IL,  then  over  alternate  U.S. 
Hwy  67  to  Alton,  IL,  then  over  U.S.  Hwy 
67  to  Virginia,  IL,  then  over  IL  Hwy  78  to 
junction  U.S.  Hwy  24,  then  over  U.S. 

Hwy  24  to  Peoria,  and  return  over  the 
same  route;  (b)  Between  Orchard  Mines, 
IL  and  Pekin,  IL,  over  IL  Hwy  9;  (c) 
Between  Springfield,  IL  and  Quincy,  IL: 
From  Springfield  over  U.S.  Hwy  36  to 
Kinderhook,  IL,  then  over  IL  Hwy  96  to 
Quincy,  and  return  over  the  same  route; 
(d)  Between  Springfield,  IL  and 
Hannibal,  MO,  over  U.S.  Hwy  36;  (e) 
Between  St.  Louis,  MO  and  Alton,  IL, 
over  U.S.  Hwy  67;  and  (f)  serving  in 
(l)(a)  through  (l)(e)  all  intermediate 
points;  and  (2)  over  irregular  routes  (a) 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  charter 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  IL  and  MO,  and  extending  to 
points  in  the  U.S.;  and  (b)  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Hancock,  Peoria,  Tazewell, 
Mason,  Cass,  Brown,  Adams,  Morgan, 
Calhoun,  Pike,  Scott,  Greene,  Sangamon, 
Logan,  McLean,  DeWitt,  Madison,  St. 
Clair,  Champaign  and  Jersey  Counties, 
IL,  Marion,  St.  Louis  and  Lewis 
Counties,  MO,  and  Lee  County,  LA,  and 
extending  to  points  in  the  U.S. 


MC  153124  (Sub-1),  filed  June  1. 1981. 
Applicant:  COMPANIES  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.d.  Box  186,  Lincoln  Park,  NJ 
07035.  Representative:  Michael  A. 
Wargula,  2550  Main  Mace  Tower, 

Buffalo,  NY  14202,  (716)  845-6066. 
Transporting  meot  meat  products,  meat 
byproducts,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  imder  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Comland  Dressed  Beef  Company, 
of  Lexington,  NE. 

MC  155254,  filed  June  1, 1981. 

Applicant:  FAISON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  7547 
Southfield  Dr.,  Indianapolis,  IN  46227. 
Representative:  John  F.  Wickes,  Jr.,  1301 
Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN  46204, 
(317)  638-1301.  Transporting  printed 
matter,  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
imder  continuing  contract(s)  with  R.  R. 
Donnelley  &  Sons,  Inc.,  of  Chicago,  IL 
MC  156095,  filed  May  21, 1981. 
AppUcant:  HOLUS  WAYNE  EVANS, 
d.b.a.  EVANS  TOUCKING,  1907  50th  St.. 
Washougal,  WA  98671.  Representative: 
Hollis  Wayne  Evans  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (206)  835-2834.  Transporting 
building  materials,  between  points  in 
Clark  County,  WA,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MT,  CO, 

WY,  ID,  NV,  UT.  OR,  CA.  and  WA. 

MC  156234,  filed  May  29. 1981. 
Applicant:  BALCEWICZ  TRUCKING,  2 
Langdon  St.,  Worcester,  MA  01608. 
Representative:  Leo  Balcewicz  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (617)  757-3523. 
Transporting  waste  or  scrap  materials 
not  identified  by  industry  producing, 
between  points  in  CT,  ME,  MA,  NH,  NJ, 
NY,  PA,  RI,  and  VT. 

MC  156235,  filed  May  29, 1981. 
Applicant:  KAMPMANN  ELEVATOR. 
INC.,  Route  3  (Black  Walnut),  St. 

Charles,  MO  63301.  Representative:  Dale 
L  Rollings,  P.O.  Box  H,  St.  Charles,  MO 
63301,  (314)  946-0500.  Transporting 
agricultural  products,  between  points  in 
the  U.S.,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Simon  Soil  Service,  Inc.,  of  Portage 
Des  Sioux,  MO  and  Old  Monroe 
Elevator,  bic.,  of  Old  Monroe,  MO. 

MC  156254,  filed  June  1. 1981. 
Applicant:  CONTRACT  TRUCKERS. 
INC.,  530  Haunted  Lane,  Cornwells 
Heists,  PA  19020.  Representative: 
Russell  S.  Callahan,  P.O.  Box  1806, 
Brockton,  MA  02403,  (617)  697-7748. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Distribution 
Services  of  America,  Inc.,  of  Boston, 

MA,  and  its  affiliates. 

MC  156255,  filed  June  1, 1981. 
Applicant:  JOHN  S.  FURDEK,  7869  Goya 
St.,  St.  Louis,  MO  63111.  Representative: 


Thomas  P.  Rose,  P.O.  Box  205,  Jefferson 
City,  MO  65102,  (314)  636-2321. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
points  in  MO.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  AL  AR,  GA,  IL  IN. 
KS.  KY.  LA.  MS,  OH,  OK,  TN.  TX;  WV 
and  WI. 
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Decided:  June  4, 1981. 

MC  42046  (Sub-2),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  LUDDY’S  EXPRESS,  32 
O’Brien  Ave.,  Whitman,  MA  02382.  | 

Representative:  John  F.  O’Donnell,  60 
Adams  St.,  P.O.  Box  238,  Milton, 

02187,  (617)  696-7610.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
CT.  MA.  ME,  NH,  RL  and  VT. 

MC  57257  (Sub-5),  filed  May  28. 1981. 
Applicant:  CARR  TRUCK  SERVICE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  297,  Sulphur,  LA  70663. 
Representative:  C.  W.  Ferebee,  720  N. 
Post  Oak  Rd.,  Suite  230,  Houston,  TX 
77024,  (713)  688-6110.  Transporting 
mercer  commodities,  between  points  in 
OK,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AR,  FL  LA,  MS  and  TX. 

MC  75627  (Sub-6),  filled  May  29, 1981. 
Applicant:  PERILLO  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  499  Central  Ave.,  New  Providence, 
NJ  07974.  Representative:  Oace  A. 
Perillo  (same  address  as  applicant), 

(201)  464-1248.  Transporting  (iHa) 
furniture  and  fixtures,  (b)  rubier  and 
plastic  products,  (c)  clay,  concrete,  glass 
or  stone  products,  building  materials,  (e) 
metal  products,  and  (f)  machinery, 
between  New  Yoric,  NY,  and  points  in 
Monroe  and  Northampton  Counties,  PA, 
Middlesex,  Morris,  Somerset  and 
Warren  Counties,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  IL  IN,  MD, 
MI.  OH.  PA,  VA.  FL  GA,  NC,  and  SC, 
(2)(a)  petroleum,  natural  gas  and  their 
products  and  (b)  chemical  and  related 
products,  between  New  York,  NY,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  IL  DM.  MD.  ML  OH,  PA,  FL  GA,  NC, 
SC  and  VA.  (3)(a)  pulp,  paper  and 
related  products,  (jo)  print^  matter,  (c) 
machinery,  (d)  instruments  and 
photographic  goods,  (e)  chemicals  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  CT, 
DE  FL  GA.  IL  IN.  ME,  MD.  MA,  Ml, 
NH,  NJ.  NQ  NY.  OH.  PA,  RL  SC,  VT, 
VA.  and  DC,  and  (4)  such  commodities 
as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by  automotive 
business  houses,  between  points  in  CT, 
DE  FL  GA.  IL  DM.  ME,  MD,  MA.  MI. 
NH.  NJ.  NY.  NC,  OH.  PA,  RL  SC,  VT. 
VA  and  DC. 

MC  99117  (Sub-4),  filed  May  29, 1981. 
Applicant:  T.  H.  RYAN  CARTAGE  CO. 
a  corporation.  111  Sa  Seventh  Ave^ 
Maywood,  IL  60153.  Representative: 
Vytas  P.  Ambutas,  10  &  LaSalle  St, 
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Chicago,  IL  60603,  (312)  263-1600. 
Transporting  metal  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  wnth  New  Process  Steel 
Corporation  of  Schaumburg,  IL  and 
Gould  Metals,  Inc.  of  Schaumburg,  IL. 

MC  117427  (Sub-85),  filed  May  28, 

1981.  Applicant;  G.  G.  PARSONS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box 
1085,  N.  Wilkesboro,  NC  28659. 
Representative:  Dean  N.  Wolfe,  Suite 
145,  4  Professional  Dr.,  Gaithersburg, 

MD  20760,  (301)  840-8565.  Transporting 
furniture,  between  points  in  Sumter 
County,  SC,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  AZ,  CA,  CO,  NW,  UT, 
and  Wl. 

MC  120737  (Sub-93),  filed  May  29, 

1981.  Applicant:  STAR  DELIVERY  & 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  39,  Canton. 

IL  61520.  Representative:  James  C. 
Hardman,  33  N.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60602,  (312)  236-5944.  Transporting 
machinery,  between  Milwaukee,  WI,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  U.S. 

MC  125037  (Sub-23),  filed  May  28, 

1981.  Applicant:  DIXIE  MIDWEST 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  372, 
Greensboro,  AL  36744.  Representative: 
John  R.  Frawley,  Jr.,  Suite  200, 120 
Summit  Parkway,  Birmingham,  AL 
35209,  (205)  942-9116.  Transporting  glass 
products,  between  points  in  Navarro 
County,  TX,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  the  US.. 

MC  127187  (Sub-56),  filed  May  22, 

1981.  Applicant:  FLOYD  DUENOW, 

INC.  P.O.  Box  86,  Savage,  MN  55378. 
Representative:  W'illiam  J.  Gambucci, 

525  Lumber  Exchange  Bldg.,  Ten  South 
Fifth  St.,  Minneapolis,  MN  55402,  (612) 
340-0808.  Transporting  animal  and 
poultry  feed,  and  pet  food,  between  the 
facilities  of  Hubbard  Milling  Company 
at  points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  139157  (Sub-277),  filed  May  29. 
1981.  Applicant:  SOUTHWEST 
EQUIPMENT  RENTAL,  INC.  d.b.a. 
SOUTHW'EST  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  2931 
So.  Market  St.,  Chattanooga,  TN  37410. 
Representative;  Patrick  E.  Quinn  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (615)  756-7511. 
Transporting  general  commodities 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  the  facilities  of  Wallace 
Companies,  Inc.,  at  its  subsidiaries,  at 
points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  145757  (Sub-2),  filed  May  28, 1981. 
Applicant:  EIRCON  INTERNATIONAL 
CORPORATION,  5663  Swanville  Rd., 
P.O.  Box  8056,  Erie,  PA  16506. 
Representative:  Arthur  J.  Diskin,  806 
Frick  Bldg.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219,  (142) 
281-9494.  Transporting  general 


commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  the  U.S.. 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  The 
Herbert  C.  Hosford  Co.,  of  Erie,  PA. 

MC  146857  (Sub-3),  filed  May  29, 1981. 
Applicant:  W.  K.  THOMAS,  INC.,  60 
Robbins  Rd.,  Springfield,  MA  01104. 
Representative:  Patrick  A.  Doyle,  40  Sky 
Ridge  Lane,  Springfield,  MA  01128. 
Transporting  printed  matter,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  W.  A.  Krueger  Co.,  of 
Brookfield,  WI. 

MC  156927  (Sub-26),  filed  May  28, 

1981.  Applicant:  DIXIE  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1126,  Hattiesburg,  MS 
39401.  Representative:  William  P. 
Jackson,  Jr.,  3426  N.  Washington  Blvd., 
P.O.  Box  1240,  Arlington,  VA  22210,  (703) 
525-4050.  Transporting  ge/jero/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  the  facilities  of 
Champion  International  Corporation,  at 
points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  147157  (Sub-3),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  MARTIN  TRANSFER  AND 
STORAGE,  INC.,  120  Cullen  St.,  P.O. 

Box  .3008,  East  Dublin.  GA  31021. 
Representative:  C.  E.  Walker,  P.O.  Box 
1085,  Columbus,  GA  31902,  (404)  323- 
2416.  Transporting  (1)  steel  wire, 
between  points  in  Telfair  County,  GA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL.  AR.  IL,  KY.  MS.  MI,  NC. 
OH.  OK,  PA.  SC.  TN,  VA.  and  WV,  and 
(2)  clay  between  points  in  Wilkinson, 
Washington,  and  Twiggs  Counties,  GA, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AL,  FL,  KY,  IL,  LA,  MS,  MO, 

NC.  NJ.  OH.  OK.  NY.  PA.  SC,  TN.  TX. 
WV,  and  WI. 

MC  149437  (Sub-18),  filed  April  13, 
1981,  previously  noticed  in  the  FR  issue 
of  April  30, 1981,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  DOUGLAS  TRUCK 
LINES.  INC.,  587  S.W.  Ist  St.,  New 
Brighton,  MN  55112.  Representative: 
Samuel  Rubenstein  P.O.  Box  5, 
Minneapolis,  MN  55440,  (612)  542-1121. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products, 
between  points  in  ND  and  MN,  on  the 
one  hand.  and.  on  the  other,  points  in 

ND.  MN.  IL.  lA.  MO,  NE,  SD.  KS,  and 
WI. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  correct  the  territorial  description. 

MC  149497  (Sub-11),  filed  May  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  HAUPT  CONTRACT 
CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1023, 
Wausau,  WI  54401.  Representative: 
Robert  A  Wagman  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (715)  359-2907.  Transporting 
such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  a  metal  stamping,  machining, 
tooling,  or  casting  company,  between 
points  in  IL,  IN,  MO,  and  WI. 


MC  150927  (Sub-l),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  HORIZON  TRANSPORT, 

INC.,  P.O.  Box  20848,  Portland,  OR 
97220.  Representative:  Michael  D.  Crew, 
1618  SW  First  Ave.,  Suite  205,  Portland, 
OR  97201,  (503)  221-1529.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in 
OR,  WA.  CA,  ID.  MT,  WY,  CO.  UT,  AZ. 
NM.  NV.  ND.  SD.  and  NE. 

MC  155097,  filed  May  29. 1981. 
Applicant:  METRO  AUTO  AUCTION 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  101  W.  Oldham 
Parkway,  Lee’s  Summit,  MO  64063. 
Representative:  Tom  B.  Kretsinger,  ^  E. 
Franklin,  P.O.  Box  258,  Liberty,  MO 
64068,  (816)  781-6000.  Transporting 
transportation  equipment,  between 
points  in  Jackson  County,  MO,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

Vol.  No.  OPY-4-190 

Decided:  June  4, 1981. 

MC  19227  (Sub-254),  filed  May  27, 

1981.  Applicant:  LEONARD  BROS. 
TRUCKING  CO..  INC.,  2515  N.W.  20th 
St.,  Miami,  FL  33152.  Representative: 
Robert  F.  McCaughey  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (305)  634-2661.  Transporting 
construction  equipment,  between 
Dallas,  TX,  and  points  in  Linn  County, 
lA,  Warren  and  Fayette  Counties,  KY, 
Kane  County,  IL,  and  Genesee  County, 
NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  147587  (Sub-1),  filed  May  27. 1981. 
Applicant;  S  &  E  TRUCKING,  INC.,  1202 
Crewe  St.,  North  Hollywood,  CA  91605. 
Representative:  Melvin  R.  Estin  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (213)  765-6536. 
Transporting  (1)  aluminum,  glassware, 
paper,  rubber,  and  plastic  articles,  and 
(2)  printed  matter,  between  points  in 
CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AZ  and  NV. 

MC  150927  (Sub-2),  filed  May  27. 1981. 
Applicant:  HORIZON  TRANSPORT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  20848,  Portland,  OR 
97220.  Representative:  Micheal  D.  Crew, 
1618  S.W.  First  Ave.,  Suite  205,  Portland, 
OR  97201,  (503)  221-1529.  Transporting 
(1)  iron,  steel,  and  related  products,  (2) 
building  materials,  and  (3) 
diatomaceious  earth,  between  points  in 
OR,  WA,  CA.  ID.  MT.  WY.  CO.  UT.  AZ. 
NM.  NV.  SD.  and  NE. 

MC  153667.  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  R.  D.  MOEN  d.b.a.  R.  D. 
MOEN  AND  SONS.  Box  13A.  Reynolds, 
ND  58275.  Representative:  Gene  P. 
Johnson,  P.O.  Box  2471,  Fargo,  ND  58108, 
(701)  237-4223.  Transporting  (1) 
machinery,  and  (2)  construction 
materials,  between  points  in  Cass  and 
Grand  Forks  Counties,  ND,  on  the  one 
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hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  CO,  IL, 
lA,  KS,  MN,  MS.  MO,  NE,  and  TX. 

MC 154867  (Sub-l),  filed  May  27. 1981. 
Applicant:  SMEDEMA  GRAIN.  INC.,  110 
Hopkins  Dr.,  Randolph,  WI  53965. 
Representative:  Michael  J.  Wyngaard, 
150  E.  Gilman  St.,  Madison,  WI  53703, 
(414)  326-5881.  Transporting  agricultural 
chemicals  and  related  products, 
between  the  facilities  of  Hopkins 
Agricultural  Chemical  Company,  at 
points  in  the  U.S.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  154867  (Sub-2),  filed  May  27. 1981. 
Applicant:  SMEDEMA  GRAIN,  INC.,  110 
Hopkins  Dr.,  Randolph,  WI  53956. 
Representative:  Michael  J.  Wyngaard, 
150  E.  Gilman  St.,  Madison,  WI  53703, 
(414)  326-5881.  Transporting  concrete 
products,  between  points  in  Columbia, 
Fond  du  Lac,  and  Winnebago  Counties, 
WI,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

|PR  Doc.  81-17734  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am| 

BILUNG  CODE  703S-4>1-M 


[Volume  No.  OPY-5-80] 

Motor  Carriers;  Permanent  Authority 
Decisions;  Decision-Notice 

Decided:  June  5, 1981. 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  February  9, 1981,  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice,  see  49  CFR  1100.251.  Special 
Rule  251  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86771.  For  compliance  procedures,  refer 
to  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  3, 1980,  at  45  FR  80109. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  under 
49  CFR  1100.252.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  including  all  supporting 
evidence,  can  be  obtained  fiom 
applicant’s  representative  upon  request 
and  payment  to  applicant’s 
representative  of  $10.00. 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  are  not  allowed.  Some  of  the 
applications  may  have  been  modified 
prior  to  pulbication  to  conform  to  the 
Commission’s  policy  of  simplifying 
grants  of  operating  authority. 

Findings 

With  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  duly  noted 
problems  (e.g.,  unresolved  common 
control,  fitness,  water  carrier  dual 
operations,  or  jurisdictional  questions) 
we  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  its  proposed 
service  warrants  a  grant  of  the 
application  under  the  governing  section 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act.  Each 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to 


perform  the  service  proposed,  and  to 
conform  to  the  requirements  of  Title  49, 
Subtitle  rV,  United  States  Code.'and  the 
Commission’s  regulations.  Except  where 
noted,  this  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
opposition  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  filed  on  or  before  45  days 
from  date  of  publication  (or,  if  the 
application  later  becomes  unopposed), 
appropriate  authorizing  documents  will 
be  issued  to  applicants  with  regulated 
operations  (except  those  with  duly 
noted  problems)  and  will  remain  in  full 
effect  only  as  long  as  the  applicant 
maintains  appropriate  compliance,  llie 
unopposed  applications  involving  new 
entrants  will  be  subject  to  the  issuance 
of  an  effective  notice  setting  forth  the 
compliance  requirements  which  must  be 
satisfied  before  the  authority  will  be 
issued.  Once  this  compliance  is  met.  the 
authority  will  be  issued. 

Within  60  days  after  publication  an 
applicant  may  file  a  verified  statement 
in  rebuttal  to  any  statement  in 
opposition. 

To  the  extent  that  any  of  the  authority 
granted  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
other  authority,  the  duplication  shall  be 
construed  as  conferring  only  a  single 
operating  right. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  No.  3, 
Members  Krock,  Joyce,  and  Dowell. 

Note. — ^All  applicadons  are  for  authority  to 
operate  as  a  motor  common  carrier  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  over  irregular 
routes,  unless  noted  otherwise.  Applications 
for  motor  contract  carrier  authority  are  those 
where  service  is  for  a  named  shipper  "under 
contract”. 

Agatha  L,  Meigenovkh, 

Secretary. 

MC  10169  (Sub-7),  filed  May  15. 1981. 
Applicant:  HA’TCHER  ’mUCKING 
COMPANY,  INCORPORATED,  1515 
11th  St.,  NE.,  Roanoke,  VA  24012. 
Representative:  Nancy  Pyeatt,  815 15th 
St.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20005,  (202) 
347-4332.  Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  points  in  Guilford 
and  Mecklenburg  Counties,  NC,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Amherst,  Carroll,  Grayson,  Montgomery, 
Pulaski,  Smyth,  Washington,  and  Wythe 
Counties,  VA. 

MC  85819  (Sub-e),  filed  May  27. 1981. 
Applicant:  GULF  COAST  MOTOR  UNE, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  145,  St.  Petersburg,  FL 
33731.  Representative:  Ansley  Watson, 
Jr.,  P.O.  Box  1531,  Tampa,  FL  33601, 813- 
223-2411.  Transporting  passengers  and 


their  baggage,  in  charter  and  special 
operations,  beginning  and  ending  at 
points  in  Manatee,  Sarasota,  Charlotte, 
Lee,  Collier,  Dade,  Broward,  Palm 
Beach,  Martin,  St.  Lucie,  Indian  River, 
Brevard,  Osceola.  Seminole  and  Polk 
Counties.  FL,  and  extending  to  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  105269  (Sub-102),  filed  May  27. 

1981.  Applicant:  GRAFF  TRUCKING 
COMPANY.  INC.,  2110  Lake  St,  P.O. 

Box  986,  Kalamazoo,  Ml  49005. 
Representative:  Edward  Malinzak,  900 
Old  Kent  Bldg.,  Grand  Rapids,  MI  49503. 
616-459-6121.  'Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
explosives),  between  the  facilities  used 
by  Simpson  Paper  Company  at  points  in 
the  U.S.  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  113908  (Sub-525),  filed  May  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  ERICKSON 
TRANSPORT  CORPORA’HON,  P.O. 

Box  10068,  GS.  Springfield,  MO  65808. 
Representative:  John  E.  Jandera,  P.O. 

Box  1979,  Topeka,  KS  66601, 913-234- 
0565.  Transporting  genera/ commocf/t/es 
(except  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  The  Pillsbury 
Company,  of  Minneapolis,  MN. 

MC  126679  (Sub-29),  filed  May  27, 

1981.  Applicant:  DENNIS  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  189,  Vidalia,  GA  30474. 
Representative:  Virgil  H.  Smith,  Suite  12, 
1587  Phoenix  Blvd.,  Atlanta,  GA  30349, 
404-996-8266.  Transporting  (1) 
machinery,  (2)  metal  products,  between 
points  in  AL,  FL,  GA,  NC,  and  SC  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
DE,  MD,  WV.  VA.  KY,  TN,  LA,  MS,  AL 
GA,  NC.  SC,  FL  and  DC. 

MC  127579  (Sub-40),  filed  May  27, 

1981.  Applicant:  HAULMARK 
TRANSI%R,  INC.,  1100  North  Macon  St, 
Baltimore,  MD  21205.  Representative: 
Glenn  M.  Heagerty  (same  address  as 
applicant),  301-563-1600.  Transporting 
general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives),  between  points  in  the 
U.S. 

MC  128709  (Sub-13),  filed  May  27. 

1981.  Applicant:  PARIS  MOTOR 
FREIGHT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1787,  Ft.  Smith. 
AR  72901.  Representative:  Charles  H. 
Schmidly  (same  address  as  applicant), 
(501)  785-2943.  Transporting  food  and 
related  products,  between  Memphis,  TN, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  AR,  OK,  and  TX. 

MC  134798  (Sub-8),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  BLAIR  CARTAGE,  INC,,  P.O. 
Box  252,  Newbury,  OH  44065. 
Representative:  Lewis  S.  Witherspoon, 
88  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  OH  43215, 1- 
614-224-2477.  'Transporting  genera/ 
commodities  (except  classes  A  and  B 
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explosives)  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(s)  with  the 
SCM  Corporation,  of  Cleveland,  OH. 

MC  135078  (Sub-75),  filed  May  27, 

1981.  Applicant:  AM^ICAN 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  7850  “F”  Street, 
Omaha,  NE  68127.  Representative: 

Arthur  J.  Cerra,  2100  CharterBank 
Center,  P.O.  Box  19251,  Kansas  City,  MO 
64141,  (816)  842-8600.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
department,  drug  and  grocery  stores, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Purex 
Corporation,  of  St.  Louis,  MO. 

MC  138328  (Sub-136),  filed  May  26. 
1981.  Applicant:  CLARENCE  L. 

WERNER.  d.b.a.  WERNER 
ENTERPRISES.  1-80  &  Hwy.  50,  P.O.  Box 
37308.  Omaha.  NE  68137. 

Representative:  Donna  Ehrlich  (same 
address  as  applicant),  (402)  895-6640. 
Transporting  (1)  lumber  and  wood 
products,  and  (2)  building  materials, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.  Condition: 
Issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this 
proceeding  is  subject  to  coincidental 
cancellation  of  its  Certificate  No.  MC- 
138328,  Subs  8,  37,  45,  50.  61,  63, 119, 128. 
129,  and  131,  and  of  its  Permits  in  No. 
MC-133233,  Subs  8,  25,  26,  54.  55.  64.  67, 
68,  and  75. 

MC  138788  (Sub-l),  filed  May  11. 1981. 
Applicant:  DALLAS 
TRANSPORTATION  CO..  LNC.,  P.O. 

Box  1059,  Selma,  AL  36701. 
Representative:  J.  Douglas  Harris,  200 
South  Lawrence  St.,  Montgomery,  AL 
36104,  (205)  265-0251.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
hardware  stores,  between  the  facilities 
of  Tissier  Hardware  Company,  Inc.,  at 
points  in  Dallas  County,  AL,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  MS 
and  FL. 

MC  141668  (Sub-4),  filed  May  27. 1981. 
Applicant:  LONGMONT 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY.  LNC., 
149  Kimbark  St.,  Longmont,  CO  80501. 
Representative:  Jack  B.  Wolfe,  665 
Capitol  Life  Center,  1600  Sherman  St., 
Denver.  CO  80203,  (303)  839-5856. 
Transporting  food  and  related  products. 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
continuing  contract(s)  with  Best  Brands. 
Inc.,  of  Denver,  CO. 

MC  142809  (Sub-2),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant  HARVEY  KEENAN  AND 
DON  PENICK,  d.b.a.  DOUBLE  EAGLE 
TRUCKING.  241  Kennedy  Rd.. 

Onalaska,  WA  98570.  Representative: 
George  R.  LaBissoniere,  15  S.  Grady 
Way,  Suite  233,  Renton,  WA  98055,  (206) 
228-3807.  Transporting  such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or  used  by 
manufacturers  and  distributors  of 
mattresses,  between  points  in  Alameda 


County,  CA,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on 
the  other,  points  in  OR  and  WA. 

MC  145359  (Sub-39),  filed  May  18. 

1981.  Applicant  THERMO 
TRANSPORT.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  41587, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46241,  Representative: 
Donald  W.  Smith,  P.O.  Box  40248, 
Indianapolis,  IN  46240,  (317)  846-6655. 
Transporting  such  commodities  asare 
dealt  in  or  used  by  service  stations  and 
commercial  food  stores,  between  points 
in  lA.  WI,  IN,  KY.  OH.  and  WV,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
the  U.S. 

MC  146078  (Sub-45),  filed  May  27. 

1981.  Applicant  CAL-ARK,  INC;,  854 
Moline,  P.O.  Box  610,  Malvern,  AR 
72104.  Representative:  John  C.  Everett, 

140  E.  Buchanan,  P.O.  Box  A,  Prairie 
Grove,  AR  72753,  (501)  846-2185. 
Transporting  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  or  used  by  manufacturers  and 
distributors  of  lights  and  lighting 
fixtures,  between  points  in  Sumter 
County,  GA,  and  Barbour  County,  AL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  U.S. 

MC  146448  (Sab-31),  filed  May  8, 1981. 
Applicant  C  &  L  TRUCKING.  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  409,  Judsonia,  AR  72081. 
Representative:  Timothy  C.  Miller,  Suite 
301, 1307  Dolley  Madison  Blvd.,  McLean. 
VA  22101,  (703)  893-4924.  Transporting 
food  and  related  products,  between 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  continuing 
contract(s)  with  Campbell  Soup 
Company,  of  Camden,  NJ,  and  its 
subsidiaries,  (a)  Cambell  Sales 
Company,  Champion  Valley  Farms,  Inc., 
Hanover  Trail,  Inc.,  Joseph  Campbell 
Company,  Cambell  Foods  Distributing 
Corp.,  Campbell’s  Soups  Inter-America, 
Inc.,  Capistrana  Products  Corp., 

Hanover  Trail  of  MD,  Inc.,  and 
Technological  Resources,  Inc.,  all  of 
Camden,  NJ;  (b)  Godiva  Chocalatier, 

Inc.,  Lexington  Gardens,  Inc.,  Pepperidge 
Farm,  Incorporated,  Pepperidge  Farm 
Mail  Order  Company,  tac.,  and  Fine 
Oven  Products,  Inc.,  all  of  Norwalk,  CT; 
(c)  Pietro’s  Corp.,  Clark's  Restaurant 
Enterprises.  Inc.,  and  Seattle  Restaurant 
Food  Supply,  Inc.,  all  of  Seattle,  WA;  (d) 
Martino’s  Bakery,  Inc.,  and  M.  B. 

Bakery,  Inc,,  both  Burbank,  CA;  (e) 
Campbell  Soup  Company  (Sumter  Plant) 
Inc.,  of  Simiter,  SC;  (f)  Campbell  Soup 
(Texas)  Inc.,  of  Paris,  TX;  (g)  Camsco 
Mushroom  Company,  Inc.,  of  Jackson. 

FL;  (h)  Domsea  Farms,  Inc.,  of 
Bremerton,  WA;  (i)  German  Village 
Products,  Inc.,  of  Wauseon,  OH;  (j) 
Herider  Farms,  Inc.,  of  Center,  TX^  (k) 
Valasic  Foods,  Inc.,  of  West  Bloomfield, 
MI:  (1)  Campbell  Foreign  Sales  Corp.,  of 
Wilmington,  DE;  (m)  Dixon  Canning 
Corp.,  of  Dixon  CA;  (n)  Southeastern  WI 
Products  Company,  Inc.,  of  Milwaukee. 


WI;  (o)  Valley  Tomato  Products,  Inc.,  of 
Lodi,  CA. 

MC  147698  (Sub-6),  filed  May  12, 1981. 
Applicant:  J.LM.S.,  INC.,  115  Moonachie 
Ave.,  Moonachie.  NJ  07074. 
Representative:  Zoe  Ann  Pace,  Suite 
2373,  One  World  Trade  Center,  New 
York,  NY  10049,  (212)  432-0940. 
Transporting  (1)  printed  matter,  and 
pulp,  paper  and  related  products,  (a) 
between  the  facilities  of  Pryor 
Corporation  at  points  in  Howard 
County,  MD,  Allegheny  County,  PA,  and 
Bergen  County,  NJ,  and  (b)  between 
facilities  of  P^or  Corporation  at  points 
in  (a),  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  New  York,  NY,  and  points  in  MA, 
NH,  VT,  RI,  CT,  NY.  NJ.  PA.  DE.  VA, 

MD.  and  DC,  and  (2)  rubber  and  plastic 
products  between  the  facilities  of 
Brockway  Glass  Co.,  Inc.,  at  points  in 
Rockland  County,  NY,  and  Bergen 
County,  NJ,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  MA.  CT,  RI.  NJ.  NY.  DE. 
MD,  PA,  and  NH.  Condition:  ’Hie  person 
or  persons  who  appear  to  be  engaged  in 
common  control  of  another  regulated 
carrier  must  either  file  an  application 
under  49  U.S.C.  11343(A)  or  submit  an 
affidavit  indicating  why  such  approval 
is  unnecessary  to  the  Secretary’s  office. 
In  order  to  expedite  issuance  of  any 
authority,  please  submit  a  copy  of  the 
affidavit  or  proof  of  filing  the 
application(s)  for  common  control  to 
Team  5,  Room  6370. 

MC  147959  (Sub-3),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  RON  GARNER,  Route  2,  Box 
405,  Buckley,  WA  98321.  Representative: 
James  T.  Johnson,  1610  IBM  Bldg., 
Seattle.  WA  98101,  (206)  624-2832. 
Transporting  chemicals  and  food  and 
related  products,  between  points  in  WA, 
OR,  CA.  ID.  MT.  UT.  AZ.  NV,  WY,  CO, 
and  NM. 

MC  152108  (Sub-1),  filed  May  27, 1981. 
Applicant:  RELCO  SYSTEMS  INC.,  7310 
Chestnut  Ridge  Rd.,  Lockport,  NY  14094. 
Representative:  George  V.  C.  Muscato, 
188  East  Ave.,  Lockport,  NY  14094,  (716) 
434-9177.  Transporting  hazardous 
chemical  waste,  between  points  in 
Niagara  County,  NY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  those  points  in  the 
U.S.  in  and  east  of  MN,  lA,  MO,  AR,  and 
LA. 

MC  152238  (Sub-10),  filed  May  27, 
1981.  Applicant:  CALIFORNIA- 
AMERICAN  TRUCKING,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
28d,  Grenada,  CA  96038.  Representative; 
John  R.  Harleman  (same  address  as 
applicant),  (916)  436-2266.  Transporting 
agricultural  implements  and  equipment, 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  under 
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continuing  contractfs)  with  Marvin 
Landplane  of  Woodland,  CA. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17733  Filed  8-12-81;  8:45  amj 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Decision-Notice; 
Finance  Appiications 

The  following  applications,  filed  on  or 
after  July  3, 1980,  seek  approval  to 
consolidate,  purchase,  merge,  lease 
operating  rights  and  properties,  or 
acquire  control  of  motor  carriers 
pursuant  to  49  U.S.C.  11343  or  11344. 

Also,  applications  directly  related  to 
these  motor  finance  applications  (such 
as  conversions,  gateway  eliminations, 
and  securities  issuances]  may  be 
involved. 

The  applications  are  governed  by 
Special  Rule  240  of  the  Commission's 
Rules  of  Practice  (49  CFR  1100.240).  See 
Ex  Parte  55  (Sub-No.  44),  Rules 
Governing  Applications  Filed  By  Motor 
Carriers  Under  49  U.S.G  11344  and 
11349.  363  ICC  740  (1981).  These  rules 
provide  among  other  things,  that 
opposition  to  the  granting  of  an 
application  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  the  form  of  verified 
statements  within  45  days  after  the  date 
of  notice  of  filing  of  the  application  is 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Failure  seasonably  to  oppose  will  be 
construed  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and 
participation  in  the  proceeding.  If  the 
protest  includes  a  request  for  oral 
hearing,  the  request  shall  meet  the 
requirements  of  Rule  242  of  the  special 
rules  and  shall  include  the  certification 
required. 

Persons  wishing  to  oppose  an 
application  must  follow  the  rules  imder 
49  CFR  1100.241.  A  copy  of  any 
application,  together  with  applicant's 
supporting  evidence,  can  be  obtained 
from  any  applicant  upon  request  and 
payment  to  applicant  of  $10.00,  in 
accordance  with  49  CFR  1100.241(d). 

Amendments  to  the  request  for 
authority  will  not  be  accepted  after  the 
date  of  this  publication.  However,  the 
Commission  may  modify  the  operating 
authority  involved  in  the  application  to 
conform  to  the  Commission's  policy  of 
simplifying  grants  of  operating  authority. 

We  find,  with  the  exception  of  those 
applications  involving  impediments  (e.g., 
jurisdictional  problems,  unresolved 
fitness  questions,  questions  involving 
possible  unlawful  control,  or  improper 
divisions  of  operating  rights)  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated,  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable 
provisions  of  49  U.S.C.  11301, 11302, 
11343, 11344,  and  11349,  and  with  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations,  that 
the  proposed  transaction  should  be 


authorized  as  stated  below.  Except 
where  specifically  noted  this  decision  is 
neither  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  nor  does  it  appear 
to  qualify  as  a  major  regulatory  action 
under  the  Energy  Policy  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1975. 

In  the  absence  of  legally  sufficient 
protests  as  to  the  finance  application  or 
to  any  application  directly  related 
thereto  ^ed  within  45  days  of 
publication  (or,  if  the  application  later 
becomes  unopposed],  appropriate 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant  (unless  the  application 
involves  impediments)  upon  compliance 
with  certain  requirements  which  will  be 
set  forth  in  a  notification  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice.  To 
the  extent  that  die  authority  sought 
below  may  duplicate  an  applicant’s 
existing  authority,  the  duplication  shall 
not  be  construed  as  conferring  more 
than  a  single  operating  right 

Applicant(s)  must  comply  with  all 
conations  set  fcvth  in  the  grant  or 
grants  of  authority  within  die  time 
period  specified  in  the  notice  of 
effectiveness  of  this  decision-notice,  or 
the  application  of  a  non-complying 
applicant  shall  stand  denied. 

Dated:  June  8, 1981. 

By  the  Commission,  Krock.  Joyce,  and 
Dowell. 

MC-F-14635.  filed  May  20. 1981. 
Applicant:  WILLIAM  S.  GILCHRIST.  JR., 
continuance  in  control  of  A&B 
DELIVERY.  INC.,  WilUam  S.  GUchrist 
Jr.  is  seeking  authority  to  continue  in 
control  of  A&B  Delivery,  Inc.  upon  the 
institution  by  A&B  Delivery,  Inc.  of 
operations  as  a  motor  common  carrier. 
Mr.  Gilchrist  is  also  sole  stockholder  of 
Northeast  Delivery,  Inc.,  a  motor 
common  carrier,  MC-145018  and  sub 
numbers  thereunder.  A&B  Delivery,  Ina 
presently  holds  temporary  authority 
fi-om  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  in  MC-153809  Sub-No.  D- 
ITA.  A&B  seeks  authority  to  transport 
food  and  related  products  between 
points  in  WA,  CA.  TX,  NV,  OR.  AZ,  and 
NM,  published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
February  28, 1981,  with  the  condition 
that  Applicant  file  this  Application  for 
approval  of  common  control  under  49 

U. S.C.  11343.  Representative:  Edward  F. 

V.  Pietrowki,  3300  Bimey  Ave^  Moosic, 
PA  18507.  Condition:  Approval  herein  is 
conditioned  upon  the  receipt  by  A&B 
Delivery,  Inc.  of  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  from  this 
Commission  and  instituticm  of 
operations  thereunder. 

MC-4'-14633.  filed  May  14. 1981. 
SEACASTLE  &  FORBES,  INC. 
(SEACASTLE)  (5223  So.  9th  St.. 


Milwaukee,  WI 53221)— continuance  in 
control— COLORADO  &  EASTERN, 

INC.  (COLORADO)  (P.O.  Box  30, 
Delafield,  WI  53018).  Representative: 
Arnold  L.  Burke,  Burice,  Kerwin,  Towle  & 
Andrin,  180  No.  La  Salle  St.,  Chicago,  IL 
60601.  Seacastle,  the  sole  stockholder  of 
Colorado,  seeks  authority  to  continue  in 
control  of  Colorado  upon  the  institution 
by  Colorado  of  operations  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  as  a  motor  common 
carrier.  Also.  Melvin  Nashban,  who 
controls  Seacastle  through  stock 
ownership,  seeks  authority  to  continue 
in  control  of  Colorado  through  the 
transaction.  Seacastle  holds  no 
authority  from  the  Commission; 
however,  it  controls  Container  Transit, 
Inc.  which  operates  in  interstate 
commerce  pursuant  to  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  issued 
in  MC-118989,  authorizing 
transportation  of  specified  commodities 
in  all  of  the  contiguous  48  states.  By 
application  published  February  12, 1981, 
in  No.  MC-151927  (Sub-No.  1).  Colorado 
seeks  authority  to  transport  (1)  pulp, 
paper  and  related  products.  (2)  rubber 
and  plastic  products,  and  (3)  metal 
products,  between  points  in  the  United 
States.  Condition:  Our  approval  will  be 
concfitioned  upon  the  receipt  by 
Colorado  &  Extern,  Inc.,  of  a  certificate 
in  No.  MC-151927  (Sub-No.  1)  and 
institution  of  operations  thereunder. 
Impediment  Container  Transit  Inc.,  to 
the  extent  pertinent  here,  has  c^ierating 
authority  for  the  transportation  of 
various  products  of  plastic  and  metaL 
generaUy  in  the  eastern  part  of  the 
United  States.  Since  the  authority  sought 
by  Colorado  &  Eastern,  Inc.,  covers 
those  two  commodities  throughout  the 
entire  United  States,  a  duplication  exists 
within  the  meaning  of  49  CFR  1134.51. 
Accordingly,  the  parties  must  submit  a 
plan  and  timetable  for  tiie  elimination  of 
such  diqilications. 

MC-F-14534F,  filed  December  18, 1980 
(supplemental  publication).  JOHNSON’S 
BUS  SERVICE,  INC.  OOHNSON)  (704 
Main  Street,  Joy,  PA  17552)— purchase — 
BROWN’S  BUS  SERVICE,  INC.,  d.b.a. 
CAN-AM  TOURS  (BROWN) 
(Coatesville,  PA  19320).  Representative: 
J.  Bruce  Walter,  P.O.  ^x  1146, 
Harrisburg,  PA  17108.  Johnson  seeks  to 
purchase  the  interstate  operating  rights 
contained  in  Brown’s  certificate  No. 
MC-94774  which  authorizes  the 
transportation  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  restricted  to  traffic  originating 
at  the  points  indicated,  in  charter 
operations:  From  Collingswood,  NJ.  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  Collingswood, 
to  points  in  that  area  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Philadelphia.  PA,  and 
extending  to  Reading.  PA.  then  to 
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Baltimore,  MD,  then  to  Washington,  DC, 
then  to  Princess  Anne,  MD,  then  to 
Ocean  City,  MD,  and  then  along  the 
shores  of  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  Delaware 
Bay,  and  the  Delaware  River  to  point  of 
beginning,  and  return,  and  from 
Philadelphia,  PA,  to  points  in  NJ,  and 
return;  and  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  passengers  who  are  picked  up  or 
discharged  at  the  site  of  the  New  York 
Ship  Building  Corporation's  plant  at 
Camden,  N),  and  whose  origin  or 
destination  is  Chester,  PA,  in  special 
operations:  Between  Chester,  PA,  and 
Camden,  N). 

Note, — (1)  MC-F-14534  was  originally 
published  fanuary  21, 1981.  The  purpose  of 
this  supplemental  publication  is  to  give 
proper  notice  of  the  lead  certificate  originally 
omitted  from  the  original  publication. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17726  Filed  6-12-61: 8:45  am) 

BlUJNQ  CODE  7035-01-M 


Motor  Carriers;  Decision  Notice; 
Finance  Applications 

As  indicated  by  the  findings  below, 
the  Commission  has  approved  the 
following  applications  filed  under  49 
U.S.C.  10924, 10926, 10931  and  10932. 

We  find:  Each  transaction  is  exempt 
from  section  11343  (formerly  section  5) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  and 
complies  with  the  appropriate  transfer 
rules. 

This  decision  is  neither  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  nor  a 
major  regulatory  action  under  the 
Energy  Policy  and  Conservation  Act  of 
1975. 

Petitions  seeking  reconsideration  must 
be  filed  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
this  publication.  Replies  must  be  filed 
within  20  days  after  the  final  date  for 
filing  petitions  for  reconsiderations;  any 
interested  person  may  file  and  serve  a 
reply  upon  the  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Petitions  which  do  not  comply  with  the 
relevant  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132.4 
may  be  rejected. 

If  petitions  for  reconsideration  are  not 
timely  filed,  and  applicants  satisfy  the 
conditions,  if  any,  which  have  been 
imposed,  the  application  is  granted  and 
they  will  receive  an  effective  notice.  The 
notice  will  indicate  that  consummation 
of  the  transfer  will  be  presumed  to  occur 
on  the  2(Kh  day  following  service  of  the 
notice,  unless  either  applicant  has 
advised  the  Commission  that  the 
transfer  will  not  be  consummated  or 
that  an  extension  of  time  for 
consummation  is  needed.  The  notice 
will  also  recite  the  compliance 


requirements  which  must  be  met  before 
the  transferee  may  commence 
operations. 

Applicants  must  comply  with  any 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  following 
decision-notices  within  30  days  after 
publication,  or  within  any  approved 
extension  period.  Otherwise,  the 
decision-notice  shall  have  no  further 
effect. 

By  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Number 
3,  Members  Krock,  Joyce  and  Dowell. 

MC-FC-78765.  By  decision  of  April  16, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Metropolitan  Trucking,  Inc., 
of  Portland,  OR,  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
145548  issued  in  No.  MC-FC-77730, 
served  February  2, 1979  to  Albina 
Moving  &  Storage  Co.,  of  Portland,  OR, 
authorizing  the  transportation  of 
household  goods,  as  defined  in  Practices 
of  Motor  Common  Carriers  of 
Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467, 
between  Portland,  OR,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Washington. 
Applicants'  representative:  Lawrence  V. 
Smart,  Jr.,  419  N.W.  23rd  Avenue, 
Portland,  OR  97210.  Transferee 
presently  holds  no  authority  from  the 
Commission. 

MC-FC-78973.  By  decision  of  May  26. 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  granted 
applicants'  petition  filed  May  4, 1981, 
and  approved  the  transfer  to  Tri-Key 
Van  Lines,  Inc.,  of  Levittown,  NY,  of  a 
portion  of  Certificate  No.  MC-43161 
issued  to  J.D.  Carton  &  Son,  Inc.,  of 
Chattam,  NJ,  authorizing:  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
between  points  in  New  York,  Kings, 
Queens,  Richmond,  Bronx,  Nassau  and 
Suffolk  Counties.  NY,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois,  Indiana,  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  and  South  Carolina;  the 
first  paragraph  of  transferor's  retained 
authority  in  Certificate  No.  MC-43161 
(Sub-No.  2)  is  to  be  modified  as  follows: 
household  goods,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  between  points  in  Florida, 
Georgia,  Illinois.  Indiana.  North 
Carolina,  Ohio,  and  South  Carolina,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia, 
and  New  York  (except  New  York,  Kings, 
Queens,  Richmond,  Bronx,  Nassau  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  NY).  Applicant’s 
representative:  Ronald  I.  Shapss,  450 
Seventh  Ave.,  New  York,  NY  10123.  TA 
lease  is  not  sought.  Transferee  is  not  a 
carrier. 


MC-FC-79004.  By  decision  of 
February  20, 1961  issued  under  49  U.S.C. 
10926  and  the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 
1132  Review  Board  Number  5  approved 
the  transfer  to  Certificate  No.  MC- 
136389  (Sub-No.  1)  issued  December  14, 
1972  to  Wright's  Moving  and  Storage, 

Inc.  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
used  household  goods,  between  New 
Albany,  IN,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Brown,  Bartholomew, 
Jackson,  Jennings,  Jefferson, 

Switzerland,  Ohio,  Scott,  Washington, 
Clark,  Crawford,  Floyd,  and  Hanson 
Counties,  IN.  Applicant's  representative 
is:  Mr.  Robert  Worrall,  Vice  President, 
Wright's  Van  &  Storage,  Inc.,  128  West 
Main  Street,  New  Albany,  IN  47150. 

MC-FC-79075.  By  decision  of  April  9, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Canadian  Pacific  Express  & 
Transfer,  Ltd.  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
141603  (Sub-No.  2)  issued  Jime  3, 1977  to 
Canadian  Pacific  Express,  Ltd 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  general 
commodities  (except  commodities  in 
bulk  and  classes  A  and  B  explosives), 
between  ports  of  entry  on  the  United 
States-Canada  Boundary  line  near 
Buffalo,  NY,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Buffalo,  NY  and  between 
ports  of  entry  on  the  United  States- 
Canada  Boundary  line  at  or  near 
Detroit,  MI,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the 
other  Detroit,  MI,  and  the  Detroit 
Metropolitan  Wayne  county  Airport 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
shipments  weighing  in  the  aggregate  300 
punds  or  more  fi'om  any  one  consignor 
to  any  one  consignee  on  any  one  day, 
with  no  individual  piece  weighing  more 
than  70  pounds.  Applicant's 
Representative:  Harry  J.  Jordan,  Suite 
502  Solar  Building,  1000 16th  Street, 

NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 

MC-FC-79076.  by  decision  of  April  9, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Canadian  Pacific  Express  & 
Transfer,  Ltd.  of  Permit  No.  MC-143806 
(Sub-No.  1)  issued  February  5. 1981  to 
Canadian  Pacific  Transport  Company 
Limited  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
lime,  in  bulk,  from  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  in 
Washington  and  Idaho,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Washington 
and  Idaho  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Steel  Brothers  Canada',  Ltd.  of 
Calgary,  Alberta,  Canada.  Applicants 
representative:  Harry  J.  Jordan,  Suite  502 
Solar  Building,  1000 16th  Street,  NW. 
Washington,  DC  20036. 
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MC-FC-79131.  By  decision  of  May  6, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  of  49  CFR 1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Provisioners  Brokerage,  Inc. 
of  Certificate  No.  MC-117589  and  sub¬ 
numbers  thereunder  issued  to 
Provisioners  Frozen  E}q)res8,  Ina- 
authorizing  the  transportation  of  general 
and  specified  commodities  between 
points  in  Arizona,  California.  Colorado, 
Idaho,  Massachusetts,  Maryland 
Montana.  Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New 
Mexico,  New  York,  Nevada,  Oregon. 
Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota,  Utah, 
Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

Notes. — (1)  Transferee  is  a  non-carri«.  (2) 
An  application  for  temporary  authority  has 
not  been  filed.  (3)  This  application  was 
originally  docketed  MC-F-14618.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Michael  Duppenthaler,  211 S. 
Washington  Street,  Seattle,  WA  98104. 

MC-FC-79145.  By  decision  of  May  14, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132  Review 
Board  Number  3  approved  the  transfer 
to  Norman  Lines,  tec.  of  Certificate  No. 
MC-119170  (Sub-No.  1)  issued  March  29, 
1974,  to  Reefer  Transit  Line,  tec.,  an 
Illinois  Corporation,  and  Certificates  No. 
MC-133775  issued  ^ptember  10, 1971, 
No.  MC-133775  (Sub-No.  7)  issued 
January  5, 1971,  No.  MC-133775  (Sub-No. 
8)  issued  August  2, 1972,  No.  MC-133775 
(Sub-No.  9)  issued  December  8. 1971,  No. 
MC-133775  (Sub-No.  10)  issued 
September  11, 1972,  No.  MC-133775 
(Sub-No.  11)  issued  July  25, 1973,  No. 
MC-133775  (Sub-No.  14)  issued 
September  28, 1974,  No.  MC-133775 
(Sub-No.  16)  issued  August  21, 1974,  No. 
MC-133775  (Sub-No.  1^  issued 
September  8. 1980,  No.  MC-133775  (Sub- 
No.  19F)  issued  October  21, 1980,  and 
No.  MC-133775  (Sub-No.  21F)  issued 
September  3, 19^  to  Reefer  Transit 
Line,  tec.,  a  Minnesota  Corporation.  The 
operating  authorities  approved  for 
transfer  authorize  common  carrier 
transportation  over  irregular  routes  as 
follows: 

Certificate  No.  MC-119170  (Sub-1) 

Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  dairy  products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  Sections  A.  B,  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209  and  766,  except  liquid  commodities 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between  the 
plant  site  of  Swift  &  Co.,  at  Rochelle,  IL, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  St 
Louis  and  Kansas  City,  MO,  and 
Omaha,  NE,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at,  or  destined  to,  the  plant  site  of  Swift 
&  Co.,  at  Rochelle,  IL.  Meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products,  and 


articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  section 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
except  commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  firom  the  plant  site  of  Wilson  & 
Com  tec.  at  Monmouth,  IL,  to  pc^ts  in 
Iowa,  Missouri,  and  Nebraska,  restricted 
to  the  transi}ortation  of  shipments 
originating  at  the  plant  site  of  Wilson  & 
Co.,  at  Monmouth,  EL  Packinghouse 
products,  packinghouse  supplies, 
dressed  poultry,  and  dairy  products, 
between  Chicago,  IL,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Kansas  City,  KS,  SL 
and  Kansas  City.  MO,  East  St 
Louis,  IL,  and  points  in  Iowa  except 
those  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  80  and  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  71. 

Certificate  No.  MC-133775 

Petroleum  products  in  containers, 
from  Bradfoid  and  Rouseville,  PA,  to 
Chicago,  IL.  Iron  and  steel  products, 
from  Martins  Ferry.  OH,  and  Wheeling, 
Benwood,  Warwo^  and  Beech  Bottom. 
WV,  to  Chicago,  IL,  and  SL  Louis,  MO. 
Tinplate,  fiom  Canton  and  Toronto,  OH, 
and  FoUansbee,  WV.  to  Chicago.  IL 
Packinghouse  products,  packinghouse 
supplies,  dressed  poultry  and  dairy 
p^ucts,  from  Chicago,  IL  to 
Jamestown,  Buffalo,  and  New  York,  NY, 
Newark,  NJ,  Wheeling,  WV,  and  points 
in  West  Virginia  within  25  miles  of 
Wheeling,  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on 
and  east  of  a  described  line,  and  that 
part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  219.  Dressed  poultry  and  dairy 
products,  from  points  in  Iowa  and 
Nebraska,  to  Buffalo  and  New  York.  NY, 
Newark,  NJ,  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio 
on  and  east  of  a  described  line,  tmd  that 
part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  219.  Dairy  products,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  from  Rochester.  IN, 
to  Baltimore,  MD,  Washington,  DC,  and 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and 
New  York;  and  Equipment  and  supplies 
used  in  meat  packin^ouses,  from 
Baltimore.  MD.  Washington,  DC.  and 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  and 
New  York,  to  Rochester,  IN.  Fresh  meat, 
from  Milwaukee,  WL  to  Httsburgh,  PA. 
Cheese,  from  Rochester,  IN,  to 
Wilmington,  DE,  and  points  in  that  part 
of  Ohio  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  21 
from  Cleveland,  Ohio,  through 
Massillon,  New  Philadelphia, 
Newcomerstown,  Cambridge,  and 
Marietta,  Ohio,  to  the  Ohio-West 
Virginia  State  line.  Lubricating  oils  and 
greases,  in  containers,  from  Bradford, 
PA,  to  Benton  Harbor.  MI;  and  Empty 
containers,  firom  Benton  Harbor,  ML  to 
Bradford,  PA.  The  above  stated 
authorities  contained  in  this  certificate 


shall  not  be  tacked  or  joined  one  to 
another  for  the  purpose  of  performing 
any  through  transportation.  Cheese, 
from  Marshfield.  Monroe,  and  Portage, 
WL  to  points  in  Maryland,  New  Jersey, 
New  Yoik,  and  Pennsylvania.  Meat, 
meat  products,  meat  by-products,  dairy 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A.  B,  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.CC  209  and  766, 
except  liquid  commodities  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Swift  &  Co.,  at  Rochelle,  IL  to 
Jamestown,  Buffalo,  and  New  York,  NY, 
Newark,  NJ,  Wheeling,  WV.  and  points 
in  West  Virginia  within  25  miles  of 
Wheeling,  points  in  that  part  of  Ohio  on 
and  east  of  a  described  line  and  that 
part  of  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  219,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at,  or  destined  to,  the  plant  site  of  Swift 
&  Co.,  at  Rochelle.  IL  Meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products,  and 
articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouses,  as  described  in  sections 
A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  ffie  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrie 
Certificates,  61  MCC.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  taidc  vehicles),  from  tee  plant  site  and 
facilities  of  Armour  and  Company  at  or 
near  Worthington,  MN.  to  Wheeling, 

WV.  and  points  within  25  miles  thereof, 
and  points  in  8  named  states,  (1)  limited 
to  stepments  originating  at  the  plant  site 
and  facilities  of  Armour  and  Company 
at  or  near  Worthington,  MN,  and  (2) 
restricted  against  tacking  at  points  of 
origin  with  any  of  carrier’s  oteer 
operations  auteorized  hereinabove. 

From  the  plant  site  of  Armour  and 
Company  near  Sterling,  IL  to  points  in 
New  Jersey,  New  Yoriu  (teio,  and 
Peimsylvania,  limited  to  the 
transportatimi  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  plant  site  of  Armour  and  Co.,  at  or 
near  Sterling,  IL  Meat,  meat  products, 
and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distrubuted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
described  in  sections  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  I^CC. 
209  and  766,  except  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Wilson  &  Co.,  at  Monmouth,  IL  to 
Wheeling,  WV,  and  points  within  25 
miles  thereof  and  points  in  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  and  Peimsylvania, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  the  plant  site  of 
Wilson  &  Co.,  at  Monmouth,  IL  Edible 
animals  fats,  animal  oils,  vegetable  oils, 
and  products  thereof  and 
oleomargarine,  all  in  packages,  from 
Bradley,  IL  to  Wheeling,  WV,  points  in 
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that  part  of  West  Virginia  within  25 
miles  of  Wheeling,  points  in  that  part  of 
Ohio  on  and  east  of  a  described  line, 
and  points  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  219: 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  Bradley,  IL  Returned 
shipments  of  the  next  above-described 
commodities,  from  the  next  above- 
described  destination  points  in  Bradley. 
DL 

Certificate  No.  MC-133775  (Sub-7) 

Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk], 
from  Huron,  SO,  to  points  in  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  and  Pennsylvania, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
shipments  originating  at  Huron,  SD.  and 
destined  to  the  above-named 
destination  points. 

Certificate  No.  M&-13S775  (Sub-B) 

Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  commodities  in  bulk  and  hides), 
from  the  facilities  of  lUini  Beef  Packers, 
Inc.,  at  Joslin,  IL,  to  points  in  8  named 
states  and  the  District  of  Columbia:  and 
Such  commodities  as  are  used  by  meat 
packers  in  the  conduct  of  their 
businesses  when  destined  to  and  for  use 
by  meat  packers  as  described  in  section 
D  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766,  from 
the  above-named  destination  points,  to 
the  facilities  of  Illini  Beef  Packers,  Inc., 
at  Joslin,  IL.  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  originating 
at  the  facilities  of  Illini  Beef  Packers. 
Inc.,  at  Joslin,  IL.  and  destined  to  the 
named  destination  points,  and 
originating  at  the  destination  points  and 
destined  to  the  facilities  of  Illini  Beef 
Packers,  Inc.,  at  Joslin,  IL 

Certificate  No.  MC-133775  (Sub-0) 

Meats,  with  or  without  other 
ingredients,  in  hermetically  sealed 
containers,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Armour-Dial  Inc.,  at  Fort  Madison,  lA, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  plant  site  and  destined  to  the 
above-named  destination  States. 

Certificate  No.  MC-133775  (Sub-10) 

Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 


sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
firom  the  plant  site  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Banner  Beef  Company  at  or 
near  Hospers,  lA,  to  points  in  11  named 
states,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
restricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  the  above-named  plant 
site  and  warehouse  facilities. 

Certificate  No.  MC-133775  (Sub-11) 

Frozen  bakery  dough  products,  from 
the  facilities  utilized  by  Royal  Pantry 
Foods,  Inc.,  at  Madelia,  MN,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Wisconsin,  and  Illinois. 

Certificate  No.  MC-133775  (Sub-14) 

Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  die 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
fiom  the  facilities  of  Yankton  Sioux 
Industries  at  Wagner.  SD,  to  points  in  23 
named  states,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  shipments  (a) 
originating  at  the  named  facilities  and 
destined  to  points  in  the  named  States, 
or  (b)  originating  at  the  named  facilities 
and  having  a  subsequent  movement  by 
rail  or  moving  in  foreign  commerce  to  a 
United  States  port  Meats,  meat 
products,  and  meat  by-products,  and 
such  commodities  as  are  used  by  meat 
packers  in  the  conduct  of  their  business 
when  destined  to  and  for  use  by  meat 
packers,  as  described  in  sections  A  and 
D  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Cerificates,  61  M.C.C  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  points  in  11  named  states  to  the 
facilities  of  Yankton  Sioux  Industries,  at 
Wagner.  SD. 

Certificate  No.  MC-133775  (Sub-16) 

Meats,  meat  products,  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
fi'om  the  plant  site  of  Madison  Foods, 
Inc.,  at  or  near  Madison,  NE,  to  points  >n 
16  named  states  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 
the  above-named  plant  site  destined  to 
the  above-named  destinations. 

Certificate  No.  MC-133775  (Sub-18F) 

Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 


sections  A  andC  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  the  facilities  of  Armour  and 
Company,  at  or  near  Huron,  SD,  to 
points  in  8  named  states,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  originating 
at  the  named  origin. 

Certificate  No.  MC-13377S  (Sub-19F) 

Meats,  meat  products  and  meat  by- 
products,  and  articles  distributed  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C  209  and  766, 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  from  the 
facilities  used  by  Armour  and  Co.,  at 
Worthington,  MN.  to  points  in  8  named 
states,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  originating  at  the  named  facilities 
and  destined  to  die  indicated 
destinations. 

Certificate  No.  MC-133775  (Sub-21F) 

Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products,  and  articles  distrih  'ted  by 
meat  packinghouses,  as  described  in 
sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to  the 
report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier 
Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and  766, 
(except  hides  and  commodities  in  bulk), 
(1)  from  points  in  8  named  States  to  the 
facilities  of  Lauridsen  Foods.  Inc.,  at  or 
near  Britl  lA,  and  (2)  fiom  the  facilities 
of  (a)  Lauridsen  Foods,  Inc.,  at  or  near 
Britt,  lA,  and  (b)  Armour  and  Company, 
at  or  near  Mason  City,  lA,  to  points  in  35 
named  states,  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  the  above-named  facilities. 

Note. — ^Transferee  has  indicated  that 
certain  of  the  operating  ri^ts  to  be  required 
may  be  combined  or  tacked  with  transferee's 
presently  held  operating  rights  for  the 
performance  of  a  throu^  service.  In  the 
absence  of  the  filing  and  subsequent 
approval  of  a  direcUy-related  gateway 
elimination  application,  such  combination  or 
tacking  of  operating  authorities  is  prohibited 
(49  CFR  1065(b)). 

Applicant’s  representative  is:  Patrick 
H.  Smyth,  19  South  LaSalle  Street,  Suite 
401,  Chicago,  IL  60603. 

MC-FC-79146.  By  decision  of  May  14, 
1981  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Miller  Express  Freighl  Inc., 
of  Findlay.  OH  of  Certificate  No.  MC- 
147579  and  Permit  No.  MC-142894  Sub- 
No.  1,  issued  January  6, 1981  and  May  8, 
1976,  respectively  to  Miller  Delivery 
Service,  Inc.,  of  Findlay,  OH  authorizing 
in  No.  MC-147579  the  transportation  of 
materials,  equipment,  and  supplies,  used 
in  the  manufacture,  distribution,  or 
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repair  of  gas  and  electrical  appliances, 
between  the  facilities  of  Whirlpool 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Findlay,  OH,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  (1) 
Detroit,  MI,  and  (2)  points  in  Ohio, 
restricted  in  part  (2)  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  having  a  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  air  or  motor 
carrier,  and  authorizing  in  No.  MC- 
142894  (Sub-No.  1)  the  transportation  of 
automobile  and  truck  panels,  from 
Findlay,  OH,  to  Willow  Run  Airport  and 
Detroit,  MI,  limited  to  a  transportation 
service  to  be  performed  under  a 
continuing  contract(s]  with  Findlay 
Industries,  Inc.,  and  Superior  Trim 
Company  of  Findlay,  OH,  and  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  shipments 
weighing  2000  pounds  or  less. 

Applicants’  representative:  James  M. 
Bortch,  Columbus,  OH  43215.  Transferee 
presently  holds  no  authority  from  the 
Commission.  TA  has  not  been  filed. 

MC-FC-79147.  By  decision  of  May  15, 
1981  i.ssued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR 1132  Review 
Board  Number  3  approved  the  transfer 
to  Morgan  Transportation  Co.,  Inc.,  of 
Wethersfield,  CT,  of  Permit  No.  MC- 
141767  (Sub-No.  4)  issued  December  5, 
1980  to  Harris  Express  Company,  Inc.,  of 
East  Hartford,  CT,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  silica  sand  and  silica 
sand  products,  between  points  in 
Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Maine,  New  Youk,  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Delaware,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Michigan,  Kentucky,  Ohio,  and 
Maryland,  under  continuing  contract(s) 
with  Ottawa  Silica  Company,  of 
Ottawa,  IL  Applicant’s  representative: 
Paul  F.  Moran,  Moran’s  Transportation 
Co.,  Inc.,  273  Forest  Drive,  Wethersfield, 
CT  06100. 

MC-FC-79160.  By  decision  of  May  19, 
1981,  issued  under  49  U.S.C.  10926  and 
the  transfer  rules  at  49  CFR  1132, 

Review  Board  Number  3  approved  the 
transfer  to  Paul  H.  Giannetti  and  Robert 
J.  Giannetti,  A  Partnership,  d/b/a 
Giannetti  Brothers  Express  of  Certificate 
No.  MC-34735  issued  March  1, 1941,  to 
Paul  E.  Giannetti  d/b/a  Giannetti 
Brothers  Express  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities, 
(except  those  of  unusual  value,  classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods 
(when  transported  as  a  separate  and 
distinct  8er\iae  in  connection  with  so 
called  “house  hold  movers’’], 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Wrentbam, 
MA  and  Boston,  MA  over  MA  Hwy 
1A.Q04 


Notes. — (1)  Transferee  is  a  non-carrier.  (2) 
An  application  for  TA  has  not  been  Hied. 
Applicants’  representative:  George  C. 
O’Brien,  12  Vernon  Street,  Norwood,  MA 
02062. 

Agatha  L.  Meigenovkh, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17727  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  amj 
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Decision-Notice. 

Decided:  June  9, 1981. 

The  following  restriction  removal 
applications,  filed  after  December  28, 

1980,  are  governed  by  49  CFR  1137.  Part 
1137  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  December  31, 1980,  at  45  FR 
86747. 

Persons  wishing  to  file  a  comment  to 
an  application  must  follow  the  rules 
under  49  CFR  1137.12.  A  copy  of  any 
application  can  be  obtained  fi'om  any 
applicant  upon  request  and  payment  to 
applicant  of  $10.00, 

Amendments  to  the  restriction 
removal  applications  are  not  allowed. 

Some  of  the  applications  may  have 
been  modified  prior  to  publication  to 
conform  to  the  special  provisions 
applicable  to  restriction  removal. 

Findings 

We  find,  preliminarily,  that  each 
applicant  has  demonstrated  that  its 
requested  removal  of  restrictions  or 
broadening  of  unduly  narrow  authority 
is  consistent  with  49  U.S.C.  10922(h). 

In  the  absence  of  comments  filed 
within  25  days  of  publication  of  this 
decision-notice,  appropriate  reformed 
authority  will  be  issued  to  each 
applicant.  Prior  to  beginning  operations 
under  the  newly  issued  authority, 
compliance  must  be  made  with  the 
normal  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements  for  common  and  contract 
carriers. 

By  the  Commission,  Restriction  Removal 
Board,  Members  Spom,  Alspaugh.  and 
Shaffer. 

Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary, 

MC  64832  (Sub-12)X,  filed  May  27. 

1981.  Applicant:  MAGNOLIA  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  3097  Fontaine  Road, 
Memphis,  TN  38116.  Representative: 
Donald  B.  Morrison,  P.O.  Box  22628, 
Jackson,  MS  39205.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  3. 4, 
6, 7F,  lOF,  and  11  certificates  to  (A) 
remove  all  restrictions  in  its  general 
commodity  authorities  “except  classes 
A  and  B  explosives’’  in  all  certificates: 
(B)  remove  restrictive  language  in  its 


Sub-No.  3  regular-route  authority, 
limiting  service  to  “that  part  of  Ae 
Memphis,  TN  commerical  zone  lying 
soley  within  TN  and  MS,”  to  allow 
service  between  Memphis,  TN  and  Jena, 
LA;  (C)  authorize  service  at  all 
intermediate  points  between  the 
following  regular  routes:  Memphis,  TN 
and  Jena,  LA  in  Sub-No.  3;  Jena,  LA  and 
Alexandria,  LA  in  Sub-No.  6;  and 
Memphis,  TN  and  Baton  Rouge,  LA  in 
Sub-No.  7;  and  (D)  broaden  its  off-route 
authority  from  named  service  points  and 
facilities  to  county-wide  authority,  as 
follows:  Sub-No.  3,  Franklin  County,  MS 
(Bude,  MS):  Sub-No.  4,  Claiborne 
County.  MS  (facilities  near  Grand  Gulf, 
MS);  Sub-No.  10.  Avoyelles  and  Vernon 
Parishes,  LA  (military  reservation  and 
Hamburg,  Leesville,  and  Simmesport, 
LA);  and  Sub-No.  11,  Acadia  and  Landry 
Parishes,  LA  (Church  Point  and  Eunice, 
LA). 

MC  74169  (Sub-8)X  filed  May  28. 1981. 
Applicant:  CHIEFTAIN  VAN  LINES, 
INC.,  7201  Main  Street,  Ralston,  NE 
68127.  Representative:  Robert  J. 
Gallagher,  Esq.,  1000  Connecticut 
Avenue,  NW..  Suite  1200,  Washington, 
DC  20036  Applicant  seeks  to  remove  the 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  7 
certificate  by  broadening  the  commodity 
description  fiom  household  goods  to 
“household  goods  and  furniture  and 
fixtures.” 

MC  105984  (Sub-32)X,  filed  May  18. 
1981.  Applicant:  JOHN  BARBOUR 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  P.O.  Box  577, 
Iowa  Park,  TX  76367.  Representative: 
Bernard  H.  English,  6270  Firth  Road,  Fort 
Worth.  TX  76116.  Applicant  seeks  to 
remove  restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  16, 

18,  20F.  22F,  23F,  24F.  25F.  26F,  and  27F 
certificates  to  (a)  broaden  the 
commoditiy  descriptions  to:  (1)  “pipe 
and  related  products”  from  pipe  and 
fiberglass/epoxy  pipe  and  fittings  an 
accessories  in  its  lead;  (2)  “metal 
products  and  machinery”  firom  irrigation 
systems  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture,  production  and 
distribution  thereof  in  Sub-No.  16;  (3) 
“metal  products,  machinery  and  related 
products”  from  iron  and  steel  articles; 
iron  and  steel  tanks,  aluminum  tanks, 
and  parts  attachments,  and  accessories 
therefor,  pressure  vessels  and  chemical 
process  equipment;  superchargers;  and 
electric  switch  control  cabinets:  and 
materials,  equipment  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  thereof  in  Sub-Nos. 
18  and  23F;  (4)  “ores  and  minerals,  clay, 
coal,  lignite,  stone  and  related  products” 
from  bentonite  clay  and  lignite  coal  in 
Sub-Nos.  20F  and  24F;  (5)  “rubber  and 
plastic  products  and  related  products” 
from  plastic  articles  and  materials. 


I 


31390 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  114  /  Monday,  June  15,  1981  /  Notices 


equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  installation  thereof  in 
Sub-No.  22F;  (6)  “machinery  and  metal 
products  and  related  products”  from 
cooling  towers,  fluid  coolers,  and 
accessories,  components,  equipment, 
and  parts  thereof,  and  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
installation,  manufacture  or  distribution 
thereof  in  Sub-No.  25F:  (7)  “metal 
articles  and  related  products”  from  wire 
products  and  materials  and  equipment 
used  in  the  manufacture  thereof  in  Sub- 
No.  26F;  (8)  “metal  products  and  pipe 
and  related  products”  from  iron  and 
steel  articles  and  pipe  other  than  iron 
and  steel  in  Sub-No.  27F;  (b)  eliminate 
the  facilities  restrictions  in  the  lead 
(parts  1  and  2)  and  Sub-Nos.  16,  20F, 

22F,  23F,  24F,  and  27,  and  eliminate 
restrictions  originating  at  or  destined  to 
in  the  lead  (parts  1  and  2]  and  Sub-Nos. 
16,  and  18;  (c)  replace  city-wide  with 
county-wide  authority:  in  the  lead, 
Burkburnett  with  Wichita  County,  TX;  in 
Sub-Nos.  16  and  22F,  Wichita  Falls  with 
Wichita  County,  TX;  in  Sub-No.  23F, 
Conroe  with  Montgomery  County,  TX;  in 
Sub-No.  24F,  Greybull  with  Big  Horn 
County,  WY;  in  Sub-No,  25F,  Chickasha 
with  Grady  County,  OK;  in  Sub-No.  26F, 
Madill  with  Marshall  County,  OK;  and 
in  Sub-No.  27F,  Union  with  Franklin 
County,  MO;  (dj  authorize  radial  service 
in  lieu  of  one-way  authorit  between  a 
combination  of  points  in  the  U.S.  in  the 
lead  (parts  1  and  2)  and  Sub-Nos.  16, 18, 
20F,  23F,  24F,  26F,  and  27F;  (e)  remove 
the  restrictions  except  AK  and  HI,  in  the 
lead  (part2)  and  Sub-Nos.  16, 18,  20F, 
22F,  and  25F  and  the  restriction  except 
HI  in  Sub-No.  23F;  and  (f)  remove  the 
restrictions  against  commodities  in  bulk 
in  Sub-Nos.  16, 18,  20F,  22F,  and  25F,  in 
tank  vehicles,  in  Sub-No.  22F,  and  in 
bags,  in  Sub-No.  24F. 

MC 107103  (Sub-28)X,  filed  April  13, 
1981,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  1, 1981,  republished  as  follows: 
Applicant:  ROBINSON  CARTAGE  CO., 
2712  Chicago  Drive,  SW.,  Grand  Rapids, 
MI  49509.  Representative:  Ronald  J. 
Mastej,  900  Guardian  Building,  Detroit, 
MI  48226.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  3,  5, 
6, 13F,  14F,  15F,  18F,  20F,  2lF,  23F,  26F, 
27F  certificates  and  El  letter  notice  to 
(1)  broaden  the  commodity  descriptions 
(a)  pipe  casing  and  pipe  to  “clay, 
concrete,  glass  or  stone  products; 
lumber  and  wood  products;  metal 
products;  and  pulp,  paper  and  related 
products”  in  its  Sub-No.  13F  (b)  iron  and 
steel  articles,  rough  cast  iron  castings,  to 
“metal  products”  in  Sub-Nos,  14,  part  (1) 
20,  and  23;  (c)  iron  and  steel  articles,  to 
“size  and  weight  commodities”  in  Sub- 
Nos.  15,  21,  and  27;  (d)  lumber,  lumber 


products,  forest  products  and  lumber 
mill  products  to  “forest  products  and 
lumber  and  wood  products”  in  Sub-No. 
18;  (e)  gypsum  and  gypsum  products  to 
“building  materials”  in  Sub-No.  26;  (2) 
remove  restrictions  requiring  that 
transportation  of  related  machinery 
parts  and  related  contractors,  materials 
and  supplies  be  incidental  to 
transportation  of  size  and  weight 
commodities  in  the  lead,  Sub-Nos.  3,  5, 
and  6,  and  El;  (3)  remove  restrictions  in 
size  and  weight  authorities  against 
transportation  of  named  commodities 
such  as  aircraft  and  aircraft  parts  in 
Sub-Nos.  3,  5  and  6F;  (4)  remove  a 
restriction  against  transportation  of 
traffic  the  origin  and  destination  of 
which  are  within  35  miles  of  Detroit,  MI 
in  its  lead;  (5)  remoVe  the  AK  to  HI 
exceptions  in  Sub-Nos.  13F,  21F;  and 
AK,  HI.  and  MI  in  Sub -Nos.  6  and  15,  (6) 
broaden  the  port  of  entry  at  Sault  Ste. 
Marie,  MI  to  authorize  service  to  and 
from  all  ports  of  entry  in  MI  in  Sub-Nos. 
14, 15  ar  d  18;  (7)  remove  restrictions  to 
transportation  “in  foreign  commerce 
only"  in  Sub-Nos.  15  and  18;  (8) 
eliminate  restrictions  to  traffic 
originating  at  the  origin  points  in  Sub- 
No.  6;  (9)  authorize  county-wide  in  place 
of  city-wide  service:  Holland,  MI,  with 
Allegan  County,  in  Sub-No.  6;  Dafter, 

MI.  with  Chippewa  County,  MI,  in  Sub- 
No.  13;  Sebewaing,  MI,  with  Huron 
County,  MI,  in  Sub-No.  20;  Monroe,  MI, 
with  Monroe  County,  MI,  in  Sub-No.  21; 
East  Jordan,  MI,  with  Charlevoix 
County,  MI,  and  Siloam  Springs,  AR, 
with  Benton  County,  AR,  and  Delaware 
and  Adair  Counties,  OK,  in  Sub-No.  23; 
Grand  Rapids,  MI,  with  Kent  County, 

MI,  in  Sub-No.  26;  (10)  remove  plantsite 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  13,  20,  21,  23,  26, 
27;  (11)  authorize  two-way  authority  for 
one-way  authority  in  Sub-Nos.  6  and  18. 

Note. — Carrier’s  authority  to  tack  will  be 
governed  by  49  CFR 1042. 

The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
give  notice  of  “building  materials”  from 
gypsum  and  gypsum  products,  Allegan 
County  for  Holland,  MI,  Benton  County, 
AR,  and  Delaware  and  Adair  Counties, 
OK,  for  Siloam  Springs,  AR,  and  two 
way  authority  in  Sub-Nos.  6  and  18. 

MC  114274  (Sub-76)X,  filed  May  11, 
1981.  Applicant:  VITAUS  TRUCK 
LINES.  INC.,  137  N.E.  48th  St.  Place,  Des 
Moines,  lA  50306.  Representative: 
William  H.  Towle,  180  North  LaSalle 
Street,  Chicago,  IL  60601.  Applicant 
seeks  to  remove  restrictions  from  its 
Sub-Nos.  1, 15, 17, 18,  20,  25,  27,  31,  33, 
36,  38,  40,  42,  43,  44,  45,  47,  48,  49,  50,  52, 
53,  54,  55  and  57  certificates  to  (1) 
broaden  the  commodity  description  to 
“food  and  related  products”  from  meat, 
meat  products,  and  meat  by-products. 


and  articles  distributed  by  meat 
packinghouse  in  Sub-Nos.  1, 15, 18,  31, 

36,  38,  40,  42,  43,  48,  52  and  57;  from 
frozen  foodstuffs  in  Sub-Nos.  17,  20  and 
45;  from  carbonated  beverages  in  Sub- 
No.  33  from  foodstuffs  in  Sub-No.  47; 
and,  from  canned  and  preserved 
foodstuffs  in  Sub-No.  53,  to  “chemicals 
and  related  products  and  miscellaneous 
products  of  manufacturing”  from 
shampoo,  toilet  preparations,  and 
permanent  hair  waving  kits  in  Sub-No, 

49;  to  “chemicals  and  related  products” 
from  chemicals,  toilet  preparations, 
shampoo  and  packing  materials  in  Sub- 
No.  50;  from  paint  in  Sub-No.  55;  to 
“such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  or 
used  by  manufacturers  and  distributors 
of  household  cleaning  products”  from 
household  cleaning  products  and 
household  cleaning  articles  and 
materials  and  supplies;  to  “pulp,  paper 
and  related  products,  rubber  and  plastic 
products,  and  clay,  concrete,  glass  or 
stone  products”  from  containers, 
closures  and  packaging  materials  used 
in  the  production  and  distribution  of 
carbonated  beverages  in  Sub-No.  33, 
sheet  2,  (2)  remove  the  in  bulk 
restrictions  from  Sub-Nos.  1, 15, 18,  31,  • 
36,  38.  40,  42.  43.  48,  52,  57,  20,  25,  45,  49, 
50,  and  55,  (3)  remove  the  restrictions 
against  the  transportation  of  (a)  hides  in 
Sub-Nos.  1, 15, 18,  31,  36,  38,  40,  42,  43, 

48,  52  and  57,  (b)  of  electric  articles  in  . 
Sub-No.  49,  and  (c)  of  foodstuffs  and 
meats  in  Sub-No.  50,  (4)  remove  the 
“originating  at  and  destined  to” 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  15, 17, 18,  20,  25, 
27,  31,  33,  36.  38.  40,  42.  43.  44.  45,  47,  48. 

49,  50,  52,  53,  54,  55,  and  57,  (5)  remove 
the  restriction  to  shipment  moving  from, 
to,  or  between  warehouses  and 
w'holesale,  retail,  or  chain  outlets  of 
grocery  and  food  business  houses  on 
sheet  2  of  Sub-No.  1,  (6)  remove  the 
plantsite  limitations  (a)  in  Sub-No.  1 
sheets  2  and  3  and  replace  Perry,  lA  and 
Beardstown,  IL  with  Dallas  County,  lA 
and  Cass  County,  IL,  (b)  in  Sub-No.  15 
and  replace  Marshalltown,  lA  with 
Marshall  County,  lA,  (c)  in  Sub-Nos.  17, 
27.  45,  47  and  55  (d)  in  Sub-Nos.  18,  42 
and  57  and  replace  Carroll,  Denison  and 
Iowa  Falls,  lA  with  Carroll,  Crawford 
and  Hardin  Counties,  lA,  (e)  in  Sub-No. 
25  and  replace  Iowa  City  and 
Muscatine,  lA  with  Johnson  and 
Muscatine  Counties,  lA  (f)  in  Sub-Nos. 

31  and  42  and  replace  Crete,  NE  with 
Saline  County,  NE,  (g)  in  Sub-No.  33  and 
replace  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  with  Linn 
County,  I  A,  (h)  in  Sub-No.  36  and 
replace  Marshalltown,  lA  with  Marshall 
County,  lA  (i)  in  Sub-No.  38  and  replace 
Hartley  and  Spencer,  lA  and  Schuyler, 
NE  with  Clay  and  O’Brien  Counties,  lA 
and  Colfax  County,  NE  (j)  in  Sub-No.  40 
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and  replace  Denison,  lA  with  Crawford 
County,  lA,  (k)  in  Sub-No.  44  and 
replace  Glenwood  and  Marshalltown, 
lA  and  Grand  Island,  NE  with  Mills  and 
Marshsll  Counties,  LA  and  Hall  County, 
NE  (IJ  in  Sub-No.  52  and  replace 
Schuyler,  NE  with  Colfax  County,  NE, 
and  (m)  in  Sub^No.  53  and  replace 
Pittsburgh,  PA  with  Alleghany  County, 
PA,  (7)  change  city  to  county-wide 
authority  (a)  in  Sub-No.  1  from  Alton,  IL, 
Anderson,  Curtisville,  Elwood, 
Greenfield,  Greenwood,  Kokomo,  Peru, 
St.  Paul,  Tipton,  and  Whiteland,  IN;  Blue 
Earth,  Lakeland,  and  LeSueur,  MN  and 
Astico,  Beaver  Dam,  Bloomer,  Brandon, 
Cassville,  Clear  Lake,  Cobb, 

Cumberland,  Duck  Creek,  Frederic, 
Gillett,  Green  Bay,  Hustisford, 
Ladysmith,  Marshfield,  Milltown, 

Mineral  Point,  Oconto,  Onalaska,  Prairie 
du  Chien,  and  Plymouth,  WI  to  Madison . 
County,  IL,  Madison,  Hancock,  Johnson, 
Howard,  Miami,  Shelby,  Deacatur,  and 
Tipton  Counties,  IN,  Dodge,  Chippewa, 
Fond  du  Lac,  Grant,  Polk,  Iowa,  Barron, 
Oconto,  Brown,  Rusk,  Wood,  LaCrosse, 
Crawford,  Marathon  and  Sheboygan 
Counties,  WI  and  Fairbault,  Washington 
and  LeSueur  Counties,  MN;  from' 
Columbus  and  Fremont,  NE  to  Platte 
and  Dodge  Counties,  NE;  firom  Denison, 
lA  to  Crawford  County,  LA  (b)  in  Sub- 
No.  20  from  Iowa  City  and  Muscatine, 
lA  to  Johnson  and  Muscatine  Counties, 
LA,  (c)  in  Sub-No.  27  from  Rochester,  MN 
to  Olmstead  County,  MN  (d)  in  Sub-No. 
33  fi:om  Lincoln  and  Norfolk,  NE  and 
Faribault,  MN  to  Lancaster  and  Madison 
Counties,  NE,  and  Rice  County,  MN  (e) 
in  Sub-No.  43  from  Storm  Lake  and 
Cherokee,  LA  to  Buena  Vista  and 
Cherokee  Counties,  lA  (f)  in  Sub-No.  47 
from  McKessport  and  New  Stanton,  PA 
to  Alleghany  and  Westmoreland 
Counties,  PA  (g)  in  Sub-No.  48  from 
Crete,  NE  and  Carroll,  Denison  and 
Iowa  Falls,  lA  to  Saline  County,  NE  and 
Carroll,  Crawford  and  Hardin  Coimties, 
lA,  (h)  in  Sub-No.  49  from  Iowa  City,  LA 
to  Johnson  County,  lA,  (i)  Sub-No.  50 
from  Ft.  Madison,  lA  to  Lee  County,  lA 
and  (j)  in  Sub-No.  54  from  Rockford,  IL 
to  Winnebago  County,  IL,  and  (8) 
change  one-way  to  radial  authority 
between  various  combinations  of  points 
in  central  U.S.  in  all  authorities  except 
Sub-No.  54. 

MC 118612  (Sub-14)X,  filed  May  11, 
1981,  previously  noticed  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  May  22, 1981,  republished  as 
corrected  this  issue.  Applicant: 
COLUMBIA  TRUCKING,  INC.,  700- 
131st  Place,  Hammond,  IN  46320. 
Representative;  Richard  A.  Kerwin,  180 
North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  IL  60601. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
from  it  Sub-Nos.  9F,  10  and  12 


certificates  to:  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  asphalt  and 
tar  in  Sub-No.  9F  and  hot  asphalt  in  Sub- 
No.  10  to  “petroleum  or  coal  products"; 

(2)  remove  the  “in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles”  restrictions  in  Sub-No.  10;  (3) 
remove  the  facilities  limitation  in  Sub- 
No.  9F;  (4)  replace  Summit,  IL  with  Cook 
County,  EL,  in  Sub-No.  10;  and  (5) 
expand  its  one-way  authority  to  radial 
authority  in  $ub-No.  9F,  between  IN, 
and  Lake  County,  IL;  in  Sub-No.  10, 
between  Cook  County,  IL,  and,  IN,  lA, 

WI,  MN,  OH,  MI,  and  MO;  and  in  Sub- 
No.  12  between  La  Porte  County,  IN, 
and,  IL.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  correct  the  territorial 
description  in  Sub-No.  9F  from 
Waukegan,  IL  to  Lake  County,  IL. 

MC  123765  (Sub-14)X,  filed  May  22, 
1981.  Applicant:  BARRY  TRANSFER  & 
STORAGE  CO.,  INC.,  120  East  National 
Avenue,  Milwaukee,  WI  53204. 
Representative:  Richard  C.  Alexander, 
710  North  Plankinton  Avenue, 
Milwaukee,  WI  53203.  Applicant  seeks 
to  remove  restrictions  in  its  MC  6031 
Sub-Nos.  34, 45, 46F,  48F,  49F,  51F,  54F, 
55F,  and  58F  permits  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  from  (a) 
plumbing  and  heating  materials  and 
supplies,  and  scrap,  metals,  to  “such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  of  plumbing  fixtures  or 
heating  apparatus",  in  Sub-No.  34;  (b) 
outboard  engines,  inboard  engines, 
power  lawn  and  turf-care  equipment, 
power  chain  saws,  and  light  industrial 
vehicles  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
and  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacturer  distribution  of 
the  above  commodities  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  to  “machinery  and 
miscellaneous  products  of 
manufacturing  and  materials, 
equipment,  and  supplies  psed  in  the 
manufacture,  sale,  and  distribution  in 
Sub-No.  49F;  (c)  coke  to  “coal  and  coal 
products"  in  Sub-No.  51F:  (d)  fiberglass 
insulation  and  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  installation  of  insulation  to 
“such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by 
manufacturers  of  insulation”  in  Sub-No. 
55F;  and  (e)  castings  to  “metal  products” 
in  Sub-No.  58F;  and  (2)  broaden  the 
territorial  descriptions  in  all  of  the 
above-numbered  permits  to  befween 
points  in  the  U.S.,  under  contract(s)  with 
named  shippers. 

MC  124109  (Sub-22)X,  filed  May  26, 
1981.  Applicant:  B.  F.  C 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
985,  Cedar  Rapids,  LA  52406. 
Representative:  William  L  Fairbank, 
2400  Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  lA 
50309.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-No.  17F  permit  to 
(A)  change  the  commodity  description  to 
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“food  and  related  products"  from 
foodstuffs  and  pet  foods,  advertising 
materials,  and  materials  and  supplies 
(except  frozen  commodities  and 
commodities  in  bulk);  and  (B)  broaden 
its  territorial  description  to  authorize 
service  between  points  in  the  U.S., 
under  continuing  contract(8)  with  a 
named  shipper. 

MC  134375  (Sub-20)X.  filed  May  22, 
1981.  Applicant:  ELDON  GRAVES,  d.b.a. 
ELDON  GRAVES  TRUCKING,  P.O.  Box 
9156,  Yakima,  WA  98909. 

Representative:  Philip  G.  Skofstad,  1525 
N.E.  Weidler,  Portland,  OR  97232. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  2, 5, 6, 8, 11, 13, 18F  and 
19F  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  description  in  Sub-No.  2  to 
“food  and  related  products  and 
chemicals  and  related  products"  from 
meat  cracklings;  in  Sul^No.  5  to  “farm 
products,  food  and  related  products  and 
chemicals  and  related  products”  from 
animal  and  poultry  feed  and  feed 
supplements;  in  Sub-No.  6  to  “pulp, 
paper  and  related  products"  firom  apple 
top  pads:  in  Sub-No.  8  to  “pulp,  paper 
and  related  products”  fit)m  molded  pulp 
articles  and  hard  surface  corrugated 
paper;  in  Sub-No.  11  to  “farm  products, 
food  and  related  products  and  chemicals 
and  related  products”  fit)m  feed,  feed 
ingredients  and  feed  supplements;  in 
Sub-No.  13  to  “pulp,  paper  and  related 
products  and  lumber  and  wood 
products”  firom  paper  packing  partitions 
and  wood  pulp  packing  partitions;  in 
Sub-No.  16F  to  “lumber  and  wood 
products”  from  wood  fiber  products;  and 
in  Sub-No.  19F  to  “lumber  and  wood 
products”  frtjm  cedar  shakes,  shingles 
and  shake  bolts;  (2)  authorize  county¬ 
wide  authority:  Midtnomah  County,  OR.' 
for  Portland.  OR,  in  Sub-No.  2;  Yakima 
County.  WA,  for  facilities  at  Yakima, 
WA,  in  Sub-No.  6;  Alameda  County,  CA, 
for  ^rkeley,  CA.  and  Yakima  County. 
WA.  for  Yakima,  WA,  in  Sub-No.  8;  and 
acramento  County,  CA,  for  Sacramento. 
CA  in  Sub-No.  13;  (3)  remove  the 
facilities  restriction  in  Sub-Nos.  6  and  8; 
(4)  remove  the  in  bulk  restriction  in  Sub- 
No.  2,  the  liquids  in  bulk  in  tank  vehicles 
and  canned  pet  foods  restriction  in  Sub- 
No.  11;  (5)  eliminate  the  originating  at 
restrictions  in  Sub-Nos.  6  and  8;  (6) 
replace  one-way  authority  with  radial 
authority  in  Su^Nos.  2,  5, 6, 8, 11, 13. 

18F  and  19F. 

MC  144509  (Sub-5)X.  filed  June  1. 1981. 
Applicant:  HOLSTON  MOTOR 
FREIGHT.  INC,  P.O,  Box  1870, 
Kingsport,  TN  37662.  Representative: 
Henry  E.  Seaton,  929  Piinnsylvania  Bldg.. 
425 13th  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC 
20004.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
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restrictions  in  its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  3F 
and  4F  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  its 
commodity  descriptions  from  general 
commodities  (with  exceptions),  to 
“general  commodities  (except  classes  A 
and  B  explosives)",  in  all  of  the  above 
authorities;  (2)  authorize  service  at  all 
intermediate  points  between  Knoxville 
and  Chattanooga,  TN,  in  Sub-No.  4F; 
and  (3)  eliminate:  in  the  lead,  the 
restriction  against  the  receipt  of  interline 
traffic  from  other  motor  carriers  at 
Kingsport,  TN,  and  points  in  its 
commercial  zone. 

MC  144889  (Sub-12)X.  filed  May  20. 
1981.  Applicant:  RONWAL 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2600 
Calumet  Ave.,  Hammond,  IN  46320. 
Representative:  Norman  R.  Garvin, 
Andrew  K.  Light,  Scopelitis  &  Garvin, 
1301  Merchants  Plaza,  Indianapolis,  IN 
46204.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  Sub-Nos.  IF,  8F,  9F, 
and  lOF  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions  in  (a)  Sub-Nos. 
IF.  8F,  9F,  and  lOF  from  iron  and  steel 
articles,  iron  and  steel,  and  wrought  iron 
pipe  to  “metal  products,”  and  (b)  Sub- 
No.  IF  from  building  materials  and 
sound  deadening  materials  to  “building 
materials;”  (2)  expand  specific  plantsite 
authority  to  county-wide  and/or  city¬ 
wide  authority  in  (a)  Sub-No.  IF  from 
the  facilities  of  (i)  LaSalle  Steel 
Company  at  Griffith  and  I  lammond,  IN. 
and  Globe  Industries,  at  Lowell,  IN,  to 
Lake  County,  IN,  (ii)  Union  Rolls 
Corporation,  at  Valpariaiso,  IN,  and 
Midwest  Steel  Division  of  National  Steel 
Corp.,  at  Portage,  IN,  to  Porter  County, 
IN.  and  (iii)  Globe  Industries,  at 
Whiting.  IN,  to  Lake  County,  IN;  (b)  Sub- 
No.  8F  from  the  facilities  of  (i)  Inland 
Steel  Company  at  East  Chicago,  IN,  to 
Lake  County,  IN,  (ii)  Bethlehem  Steel 
Corporation  at  Bums  Harbor,  IN,  to 
Porter  County,  IN,  and  (iii)  J  &  L  Steel 
Corporation,  at  or  near  Chicago.  IL,  to 
Chicago,  IL,  (c)  in  Sub-No.  9F,  from  the 
facilities  of  United  States  Steel 
Corporation  at  or  near  Gary,  IN,  to  Lake 
County,  IN;  and  (d)  Sub-No.  lOF,  from 
the  facilities  of  (i)  Dietrich  Industries, 
Inc.,  at  Hammond,  IN,  to  Lake  County, 
IN;  and  (ii)  Unarco-Leavitt,  Division  of 
Unarco  Indus.,  Inc.,  at  Chicago,  IL.  to 
Chicago,  IL;  (3)  expand  one-way 
authority  to  radial  authority  between 
specified  points  located  in  the  eastern 
and  central  portion  of  the  U.S.  and  (4) 
delete  restriction  in  Sub-No.  IF  against 
commodities  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles. 

MC  146402  (Sub-35)X,  filed  May  26. 
1981.  Applicant:  CONALCO 
CONSTRACT  CARRIER.  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
968,  Jackson.  TN  38301.  Representative: 
Robert  L  Baker,  618  United  American 
Bank  Bldg.,  Nashville,  TN  37219. 


Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  2F  and  17  certificates  to: 

(1)  in  Sub-No.  2F  broaden  the 
commodity  description  from  part  (1) 
food  products,  food  concessions, 
displays  for  food  concessions  and  from 
part  (2)  popcorn  and  peanuts,  to  “food 
and  related  products  and  machinery,” 

(2)  in  Sub-Nos.  2F  and  17  replace  facility 
limitations  at  Ridgeway,  IL  and  Atlanta, 
GA  w’ith  city-w'ide  authority:  (3)  in  Sub- 
Nos.  2F  and  17  remove  “in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,”  restrictions:  (4)  in  Sub-No.  17 
broaden  the  commodity  restriction  from 
wine  to  “food  and  related  products,”  (5) 
in  Sub-No.  17  replace  one-way  with 
radial  authority  between  7  counties  in 
CA  and  Atlanta,  GA,  and  (6)  remove  the 
restriction  limiting  transportation  to 
traffic  originating  at  or  destined  to 
named  facilities. 

MC  147019  (Sub-5)X.  filed  May  22, 

1981.  Applicant:  WENGERT 
TRANSPORTATION.  INC.,  d.b.a.  CITY 
DELIVERY,  651-58th  Avenue  Court 
S.W.,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  52404. 
Representative:  A.  William  Brackett,  623 
S.  Henderson,  2nd  Floor,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76104.  Applicant  seeks  to  remove 
restrictions  in  its  certificates  Sub-No.  2F 
and  4F  to  (1)  change  city  to  county-wide 
authority  from  Cedar  Rapids,  LA,  to 
Lynn  County,  LA.  in  Sub-No.  2  and  from 
Washington  and  West  Union,  lA  to 
Washington  and  Fayette  Counties,  lA,  in 
Sub-No.  4.  (2)  remove  the  restriction 
limiting  service  to  traffic  having  a  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air,  and  (3) 
remove  limitation  to  service  at  O'Hare 
International  Airport  at  Chicago,  IL  and 
replace  with  Chicago,  IL  in  both  subs. 

MC  147323  (Sub-29)X.  filed  May  26. 
1981.  Applicant:  HADDAD 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  5000 
Wyoming  Avenue,  Dearborn,  MI  48126. 
Representative:  Edward  P.  Bocko,  P.O. 
Box  496,  Mineral  Ridge.  OH  44440. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restriction  in 
its  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  3F,  5F,6F,  8F,  9F, 

11  and  12F  certificates  to  (1)  broaden  the 
commodity  descriptions;  in  the  lead 
from  iron  and  steel  articles  and 
aluminum  and  in  part  (1)  of  the 
remaining  Sub-Nos.,  from  iron  and  steel 
articles  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  to 
“commodities  which,  because  of  size  or 
w'eight  require  the  use  of  sepcial 
equipment  or  special  handling”;  (2) 
replace  facilities  limitations  with 
county-wide  authority  as  follows:  in  the 
lead,  Southfield,  Riverview  and  Detroit 
with  Oakland  and  Wayne  Counties,  MI: 
in  Sub-No.  3F,  Sterling  with  Whiteside 
County,  IL:  in  Sub-No.  5F,  Hinsdale  with 
Du  Page  County,  IL;  in  Sub-No.  6F, 
Prospect  with  Champaign  County,  IL;  in 
Sub-No.  8F,  Moiganville  with  Monmouth 
County.  NJ:  in  Sub-No.  9F,  Detroit  and 


Petersburg  with  Monroe  County,  MI:  in 
Sub-No.  11,  Atlanta.  GA  and  Nashville. 
TN,  with  Fulton  County,  GA  and 
Davidson  County,  TN;  and  in  Sub-No. 
12F,  Utich  with  Macomb  County,  MI; 
and  (3)  in  the  lead  and  Sub-Nos.  6F,  11 
and  12F  remove  the  restriction  limiting 
transportation  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  named  facilities. 

MC  147969  (Sub-7)X,  filed  May  21, 

1981.  Applicant:  JOE  S.  BOWEN,  INC., 
East  Highway  264,  P.O.  Box  262, 
Springdale,  AR  72764.  Representative; 
John  C.  Everett,  140  E.  Buchanan,  P.O. 
Box  A,  Prairie  Grove,  AR  72753. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  Sub-Nos.  IF,  2F,  4F  and  5F 
certificates  to  (1)  remove  the  facilities 
restrictions  in  all  subs  and  authorize 
county-wide  authority:  Sebastian 
County,  AR  (for  facility  at  Fort  Smith, 
AR),  in  Sub-No.  IF,  and  Benton  and 
White  Counties,  AR  (for  facilities  at 
Bentonville  and  Searcy,  AR, 
respectively),  in  Sub-No.  2F,  (2)  replace 
one-way  authority  with  radial  authority, 
in  Sub-No.  5F,  and  (3)  remove  the  AK 
and  HI  exceptions,  in  Sub-Nos.  IF,  4F 
and  5F. 

MC  150090  (Sub-l)X.  filed  June  8, 1981. 
Applicant:  CHEMUNE  DELIVERY 
SERVICE,  INC.,  2700  River  Road-Suite 
408,  Des  Plaines,  IL  60018. 
Representative;  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  La  Salle  Street.  Chicago,  IL  60603. 
Applicant  seeks  to  remove  restrictions 
in  its  MC-150090  permit  to  (1)  broaden 
the  commodity  description  from  acids 
and  chemicals  to  “chemicals  and  related 
products  and  petroleum,  natural  gas, 
and  their  products”,  (2)  remove  the  “in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles”  restrictions  and 

(3)  broaden  the  territorial  description  to 
between  points  in  the  U.S.,  imder 
continuing  contract(s)  with  named 
shippers. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17732  Filed  6-13-81: 8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Docket  No.  125  (Sub-4F)] 

Norfolk  Southern  Railway  Co.— 
Abandonment— Between  Dallas  and 
LIncoInton,  NC;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  on  June  5, 1981,  the 
Commission  issued  a  certificate 
authorizing  the  Norfolk  Southern 
Railv/ay  Company  to  abandon  its  rail 
line  between  Dallas  (milepost  HG  52.0) 
and  Lincolnton  (milepost  HG  62.4)  in 
Gaston  and  Lincolnton  Counties,  NC,  a 
total  distance  of  10.4  miles,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  employee  protection 
provided  in  Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co. — 
Abandonment  Goshen,  360 1.C.C.  91 
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(1979),  and  subject  to  the  further 
condition  that  Norfolk  Southern  shall 
keep  intact  all  of  the  right-of-way 
underlying  the  track,  including  all  the 
bridges  and  culverts,  for  a  period  of  120 
days  from  this  date  to  permit  any  State 
or  local  government  agency  or  other 
interested  party  to  negotiate  the 
acquisition  for  public  use  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  the  right-of-way.  The 
abandonment  certificate  will  become 
effective  30  days  after  this  publication 
unless  the  Commission  also  finds  that; 

(1)  A  Financially  responsible  person 
(or  government  entity)  has  offered 
financial  assistance  (through  subsidy  or 
purchase)  to  enable  the  rail  service  to  be 
continued;  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that: 

(a)  If  a  subsidy,  the  assistance  would 

cover  the  difference  between  the 
revenues  attributable  to  the  line  and  the 
avoidable  cost  of  providing  rail  freight 
service  on  the  line,  together  with  a 
reasonable  return  on  the  value  of  the 
line,  or  , 

(b)  If  a  purchase,  the  assistance  would 
cover  the  acquisition  cost  of  all  or  any 
portion  of  the  line. 

Any  financial  assistance  offer  must  be 
filed  with  the  Commission  and  served 
concurrently  on  the  applicant,  with 
copies  to  Ms.  Ellen  Hanson,  Room  5417, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423,  no  later  than  10 
days  from  publication  of  this  Notice. 

If  the  Commission  makes  the  findings 
described  above,  the  effectiveness  of  the 
abandonment  certificate  will  be 
postponed.  An  offeror  may  request  the 
Commission  to  set  conditions  and 
amount  of  compensation  within  30  days 
after  an  offer  is  made.  If  no  agreement  is 
reached  within  30  days  of  an  offer,  and 
no  request  is  made  for  the  Commission 
to  set  conditions  or  amount  of 
compensation,  the  abandonment 
certificate  will  become  effective.  Upon 
notification  to  the  Commission  of  the 
execution  of  a  subsidy  or  purchase  ' 
agreement,  the  Commission  shall  further 
postpone  the  effectiveness  of  a 
certificate  for  such  time  as  the 
agreement  is  in  effect.  Information  and 
procedures  regarding  financial 
assistance  for  continued  rail  service  are 
contained  in  49  U.S.C.  10905  (as 
amended  by  the  Staggers  Rail  Act  of 
1980,  Pub.  L.  96-448)  and  49  CFR  1121.38. 
Agatha  L  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17730  e-12-ai;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-M 


[Docket  No.  AB-124  (Sub-1F)] 

Waterloo  Railroad  Co.— 

Abandonment— Between  Evansdale 
and  Gilbertville,  lA;  Findings 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  49 
U.S.C.  10903  that  by  a  Certificate  and 
Decision  decided  June  9, 1981,  a  finding, 
which  is  administratively  frnal,  was 
made  by  the  Commission,  Review  Board 
Number  3,  stating  that,  the  present  and 
future  public  convenience  and  necessity 
permit  the  abandonment  by  the 
Waterloo  Railroad  Company  of  its  main 
line  extending  from  railroad  milepost 
4.87  Evansdale,  lA,  to  milepost  11.44  at 
Gilbertville,  lA,  in  Blackhawk  County, 
lA,  a  distance  of  6.57  miles,  subject  to 
the  conditions  for  the  protection  of 
employees  discussed  in  Oregon  Short 
Line  R.  Co — Abandonment  Goshen,  360 
I.C.C.  91  (1979),  and  further  that 
applicant  shall  keep  intact  all  of  the 
right-of-way  underlying  the  track, 
including  all  the  bridges  and  culverts  for 
a  period  of  120  days  from  June,  1981,  to 
permit  any  state  or  local  government 
agency  or  other  interested  party  to 
negotiate  the  acquisition  for  public  use 
of  all  or  any  portion  of  the  right-of-way. 

A  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  permitting  abandonment  was 
issued  to  the  Waterloo  Railroad 
Company.  Since  no  investigation  was 
instituted,  the  requirement  of 
§  1121.38(b)  of  the  Regulations  that 
publication  of  notice  of  abandonment 
decisions  in  the  Federal  Register  be 
made  only  after  such  a  decision 
becomes  administratively  final  was 
waived. 

Upon  receipt  by  the  carrier  of  an 
actual  offer  of  financial  assistance,  the 
carrier  shall  make  available  to  the 
offeror  the  records,  accounts,  appraisals, 
working  papers,  and  other  documents 
used  in  preparing  Exhibit  I  (Section 
1121.45  of  the  Regulations).  Such 
documents  shall  be  made  available 
during  regular  business  hours  at  a  time 
and  place  mutually  agreeable  to  the 
parties. 

The  ofier  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  served  concurrently  on 
the  applicant,  with  copies  to  Ms.  Ellen 
Hanson,  Room  5417,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  W'ashington, 

DC  20423,  no  later  than  10  days  from 
publication  of  this  Notice.  The  offer,  as 
filed,  shall  contain  information  required 
pursuant  to  §  1121.38(b)  (2)  and  (3)  of  the 
Regulations.  If  no  such  offer  is  received,  ^ 
the  certifrcate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  abandonment 


shall  become  effective  30  days  from  the 
service  date  of  the  certifrcate. 

Agatha  L.  Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17731  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  7035-01-H 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Attorney  General’s  Task  Force  on 
Violent  Crime;  Changed  Meeting 

This  notice  modifies  the  Notice  of 
Meeting  which  appeared  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  June  2, 1981. 

The  Attorney  General’s  Task  Force  on 
Violent  Crime  will  meet  from  9.-00  am 
until  4:30  pm  on  June  17, 1981  in  the 
Waldorf  Ballroom  of  the  Conrad  Hilton 
Hotel,  720  South  Michigan  Avenue, 
Chicago,  Illinois  and  from  9KX)  am  imtil 
4:30  pm  on  June  18, 1981  in  the  River 
Front  Ballroom  of  the  Detroit  Plaza 
Hotel,  Renaissance  Center,  Detroit, 
Michigan. 

All  other  information  provided  in  the 
June  2, 1981  Notice  remains  the  same, 
leffrey  Harris, 

Executive  Director,  Attorney  General’s  Task 
Force  on  Violent  Crime. 

(Ml  Doc.  81-17743  Filed  6-12-81: 8»45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4410-01 41 

Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

[Docket  Nos.  81-7—81-10, 81-131 

Donald  C.  Walker,  N.D.,  et  ah  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Donald  C.  Walker,  N. 
D.,  Portland,  Oregon,  Docket  No.-  81-7; 
Loyd  B.  Rapp,  N.  D.,  Sutherlin,  Oregon, 
Docket  No.  81-8;  Ralph  R.  Weiss.  N.  D., 
Medford,  Oregon,  Docket  No.  81-9; 
Edmonde  G.  Samuel,  N.  D.,  Brookings, 
Oregon,  Docket  No.  81-10;  and  Joseph  A. 
Rombough,  N.  D..  Salem,  Oregon,  Docket 
No.  81-13. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  March 
11, 1981,  the  Drug  B^orcement 
Administration,  Department  of  Justice, 
issued  to  each  of  the  above-named 
Respondents  an  Order  To  Show  Cause 
as  to  why  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration  should  not  deny  each 
Respondent’s  respective  application  for 
registration  under  the  Controlled 
Substances  Act 

Thirty  days  having  elapsed  since  the 
said  Orders  To  Show  Cause  were 
received  by  these  Respondents,  and 
written  requests  for  a  hearing  having 
been  fried  with  the  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  a  hearing  in  these  matters  will  be 
held  commencing  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
Tuesday,  June  23, 1981,  in  the  Interstate 
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Commerce  Commission  Hearing  Room, 
Room  103,  Pioneer  Courthouse,  555  S.W. 
Yamhill,  Portland,  Oregon, 

Dated:  June  9, 1981. 

Peter  B.  Bensinger, 

Administrator,  Drug  Enforcement 
Administration. 

IFR  Doc.  81-17593  Filed"  6-1Z.81;  8:45  amj 

BILUNG  CODE  4410-09-M 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  50-389] 

Florida  Power  &  Light  Co.  and  Orlando 
Utilities  Commission  of  the  City  of 
Orlando,  Fla.;  Notice  of  Issuance  of 
Amendment  to  Construction  Permit 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  a  Memorandum  and  Order  dated 
April  24, 1981  by  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board,  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  has  issued 
Amendment  No.  3  to  Construction 
Permit  No.  CPPR-144,  which  was  issued 
to  Florida  Power  and  Light  Company  for 
construction  of  the  St.  Lucie  Plant  Unit  2, 
located  in  St.  Lucie  County,  Florida. 
Effective  with  the  issuance  of 
amendment  No.  2  on  November  14, 1980, 
the  current  permit  holders  are  Florida 
Power  and  Light  Company  and  Orlando 
Utilities  Commission  oiP  the  City  of 
Orlando,  Florida.  The  Board’s  Order 
authorizes  the  addition  of  antitrust 
conditions  to  the  construction  permit. 

The  Commission  has  found  that  the 
provisions  of  the  amendment  complies 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the 
Commission’s  regulations  published  in 
10  CFR  Chapter  1.  Since  the  amendment 
only  involves  the  addition  of  antitrust 
conditions,  this  action  involves  no 
safety  questions  or  environmental 
impacts;  i.e.,  this  action  does  not  involve 
a  significant  hazards  consideration, 
does  not  constitute  an  unreasonable  risk 
to  the  health  and  safety  of  the  public, 
and  is  not  inimical  to  the  common 
defense  and  security.  In  adddition,  the 
issuance  of  this  amendment  will  not 
result  in  any  significant  environmental 
impact  and  that  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
51.5(d)(4)  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or  negative  declaration  and 
environmental  impact  appraisal  need 
not  be  prepared  in  connection  with 
issuance  of  the  amendment. 

A  copy  of  the  Memorandum  and 
Order,  dated  April  24, 1981,  the 
construction  permit,  the  amendment  and 
other  related  documents  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 


and  at  the  Indian  River  Community 
College  Library,  3900  Virginia  Avenue, 

Ft.  Pierce,  Florida.  Single  copies  of  the 
amendment  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  26th  day 
of  May,  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

F.  Miraglia, 

Acting  Chief,  Licensing  Branch  No.  3,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17737  Filed  8-12-81;  8:46  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  7590-01-11 


[Docket  No.  50-111] 

North  Carolina  State  University;  Order 
Authorizing  Dismantling  of  Facility  and 
Disposition  of  Component  Parts 

By  application  dated  June  5, 1980,  as 
revised  by  letters  dated  Feburary  19  and 
March  27, 1981,  North  Carolina  State 
University  (the  licensee)  requested 
authorization  to  dismantle  the  10  Kw 
Research  and  Training  Reactor  (the 
facility),  at  North  Carolina  State 
University,  Raleigh,  North  Carolina,  and 
to  dispose  of  the  component  parts,  in 
accordance  with  the  plan  submitted  as 
part  of  the  application.  A  "Notice  of 
Proposed  Issuance  of  Orders 
Authorizing  Dismantling  of  Facility, 
Disposition  of  Component  Parts,  and 
Termination  of  Facility  License"  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
April  3, 1981(46  FR  20338).  No  request 
for  a  hearing  or  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  was  Bled  following  notice  of 
the  proposed  action. 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  has  reviewed  the 
application  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations  and  has  found  that  the 
dismantling  and  disposal  of  component 
parts  in  accordance  with  the  licensee’s 
dismantling  plan  will  be  in  accordance 
with  the  regulations  in  10  CFR  Chapter  1, 
and  will  not  be  inimical  to  the  common 
defense  and  security  or  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public.  The  basis  for 
the  findings  is  set  forth  in  the 
concurrently  issued  Safety  Evaluation 
by  the  Office  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an 
environmental  impact  appraisal  for  this 
action.  Based  on  Aat  appraisal,  the 
Commission  has  determined  that  this 
action  will  not  result  in  any  significant 
environmental  impact  and  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  need 
not  be  prepared. 


Accordingly,  North  Carolina  State  '  ' 
University  is  hereby  authorized  to 
dismantle  the  facility  covered  by 
Facility  License  No.  R-63,  and  dispose  of 
the  component  parts  in  accordance  with 
their  dismantling  plan  and  the  > 

Commission’s  rules  and  regulations. 

After  completion  of  the  dismantling, 
and  decontamination,  the  submission  of 
a  report  on  the  radiation  survey  to 
confirm  that  radiation  levels  in  the 
facility  area  meet  the  values  defined  in 
the  dismantling  plan  and  inspection  by 
representatives  of  the  Commission, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  whether  a 
further  order  should  be  issued 
terminating  Facility  License  No.  R-63. 

For  fiu'ther  details  with  respect  to  this 
action  see  (1)  the  application  for 
authorization  to  dismantle  facility  and 
dispose  of  component  parts  dated  June 
5, 1980,  as  revised  by  letters  dated 
February  19  and  March  27, 1981,  (2)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation, 
(3)  the  Commission’s  Environmental 
Impact  Appraisal,  and  (4)  the 
Commission’s  Negative  Declaration 
dated  June  1, 1981  (which  is  also  being 
published  in  the  Federal  Register).  All  of 
these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  A  copy  of  items  (2) 
and  (3)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  1st  day  of  June 
1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Thomas  M.  Novak, 

Assistant  Director  for  Operating  Reactors. 
Division  of  Licensing. 

Negative  Declaration  for  the  North 
Carolina  State  University  Research  and 
Training  Reactor,  Docket  No.  50-111 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  ' 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
considered  the  order  authorizing 
dismantling  of  facility  and  disposition  of 
component  parts  for  the  North  Carolina 
State  University  (the  licensee)  Research 
and  Training  Reactor  operated  under 
Facility  License  No.  R-63.  The  order 
authorizes  the  licensee  to  disassemble 
the  reactor  which  operated  at  power 
levels  up  to  10  Kw  (thermal),  and  to 
dispose  of  the  component  parts. 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  OfBce  of  Nuclear  Reactor 
Regulation,  has  prepared  an 
environmental  impact  appraisal  for  this 
research  reactor.  On  the  basis  of  this 
appraisal,  the  Commission  has 
concluded  that  an  environmental  impact 
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statement  for  this  particular  action  is 
not  warranted  because  there  will  be  no 
significant  environmental  impact 
attributable  to  the  proposed  action.  The 
environmental  impact  appraisal  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room  at 
1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  1st  day  of  June 
1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
John  F.  Stolz, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  4, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17738  Filed  6-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7S90-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-206] 

Southern  California  Edison  Co.  and 
San  Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Co.;  Notice 
of  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Provisional  Operating  License  and 
Negative  Declaration 

The  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (the  Commission)  has 
issued  Amendment  No.  55  to  Provisional 
Operating  License  No.  DPR-13,  issued  to 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
and  San  Diego  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  (the  licensees),  which  revised 
the  license  and  its  related  Appendix  A 
Technical  Specifications  and  Bases  for 
operation  of  the  San  Onofre  Nuclear 
Generating  Station  Unit  No.  1  (the 
facility)  located  in  San  Diego  Coimty, 
California.  The  amendment  is  effective 
as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  authorizes  changes  to 
the  Appendix  A  Technical 
Specihcations  and  Bases  which  are 
required  to  allow  San  Onofre  Nuclear 
Generating  Station  (SONGS)  Unit  No.  1 
to  resume  power  operation  for  Cycle  8 
following  extensive  repair  to  the  steam 
generator  tubes,  and  changes  to  allow 
modifications  of  the  primary  to 
secondary  leakage  limits,  action 
statements  in  the  event  of  leakage,  and 
clarification  of  the  preventative  plugging 
limits.  The  amendment  also  reinstates  a 
License  Condition  3.E  (Steam  Generator 
Inspections)  which  requires  shutdown 
for  a  steam  generator  inspection  within 
six  effective  full-power  months 
following  restart  from  the  current 
outage. 

The  applications  for  the  amendment 
comply  with  the  standards  and 
requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations.  The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate 
findings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10 
CFR  Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment.  Prior  public  notice 


of  this  amendment  was  not  required 
since  the  amendment  does  not  involve  a 
significant  hazards  consideration. 

The  Commission  has  prepared  an 
environmental  impact  appraisal  for  this 
action  and  has  concluded  that  the  action 
will  not  signiffcantly  affect  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment.  Therefore,  the 
Commission  has  determined  that  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  need 
not  be  prepared,  and  that,  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  51.5(c)(1),  the  issuance  of  a 
negative  declaration  to  this  effect  is 
appropriate. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  December  10, 1980, 
including  its  supplements  April  10,  and 
15. 1981  and  application  dated  May  5, 
1981,  in  addition  to  the  supporting 
submittals  identified  in  the  transmittal 
letter  for  the  amendment,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  55  to  License  No.  DPR- 
13,  (3)  the  Commission’s  related  Safety 
Evaluation  and  (4)  the  Commission’s 
Environmental  Impact  Appraisal.  All  of 
these  items  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20555  and  at  the 
Mission  Viejo  Branch  Library,  24851 
Chrisanta  Drive,  Mission  Viejo, 
California.  A  copy  of  items  (2),  (3)  and 
(4)  may  be  obtained  upon  request 
addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention;  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  8th  day  of 
June  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Dennis  M.  Crutchfield, 

Chief  Operating  Reactors  Branch  No.  5, 
Division  of  Licensing. 

(FR  Doc.  84-17740  Filed  B-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  7S90-01-M 


[Docket  No.  50-395] 

South  Carolina  Electric  &  Gas  Co.  and 
Virgii  C.  Summer  Nt^iear  Station; 
Notice  of  Relocation  t}f  Locai  Public 
Document  Room 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  commission  (NRC) 
has  relocated  the  local  public  document 
room  (LPDR)  for  South  Carolina  Electric 
and  Gas  Company’s  Virgil  C.  Summer 
Nuclear  Station  from  the  Richland 
County  Public  Library,  Columbia,  to  the 
Fairffeld  County  Library.  Winnsboro, 
South  Carolina. 

Members  of  the  public  may  now 
inspect  and  copy  documents  and 
correspondence  related  to  the  licensing 
and  operation  of  the  Virgil  C.  Summer 
Nuclear  Station  at  the  Fairfield  County 


Library,  Garden  and  Washington 
Streets,  Winnsboro,  S.C.  29180.  The 
Library  is  open  on  the  following 
schedule:  Monday,  Tuesday. 

Wednesday,  and  Friday  9:00  a.m.  to  6:00 
p.m.,  Thursday  9dK)  a.m.  to  9KX)  p.m.  and 
Saturday  9:00  a.m.  to  IdX)  p.m. 

For  further  information,  interested 
parties  in  the  Winnsboro  area  may 
contact  the  LPDR  directly  through  Ms. 
Sarah  McMaster,  telephone  niunber 
(803)  635-4971.  Parties  outside  the 
service  area  of  the  LPDR  may  address 
their  request  for  records  to  the  NRC's 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  telephone 
number  (202)  634-3273.  The  cost  of 
ordering  records  from  the  Public 
Document  Room  is  $0.05  per  page,  plus 
postage  and  handling,  for  copies  made 
from  hardcopy  documents.  Costs  vary 
for  copies  made  from  oversize 
engineering  drawings  or  microffche  and 
for  microfiche  duplicates  (diazos.) 

Questions  concerning  the  availability 
of  documents  at  the  Virgil  C.  Summer 
LPDR  and  the  NRC’s  local  public 
document  room  program  in  general 
should  be  addressed  to  Ms.  Jona  L 
Souder,  Chief,  Local  Public  Document 
Room  Branch.  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
telephone  number  800-638-8081  toll  free. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  9th  day  of 
June  1981. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
Joseph  M.  Felton, 

Director,  Division  of  Rules  and  Records, 
Office  of  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17739  Filed  B-12-81: 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  7S9(H>1-H 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  34-17851;  File  No.  SR-NSCC« 
81-6] 

Natic'ial  Securities  Clearing  Corp.; 
Self-Regulatory  Organizations; 
Proposed  Rule  Change 

Proptded  rule  change  by  National 
Securities  Clearing  Corporation  relating 
to  the  deletion  from  National  Securities 
Clearing  Corporation's  (NSCC)  Clearing 
Fund  Rule  of  any  Reference  to  The 
Depository  1  rust  Company’s  (DTC) 

Right  to  Assess  the  Clearing  Fund. 
Comments  requested  on  or  before  July  6, 
1981. 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15 
U.S.C.  78s(b)(l),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  on  May  27, 1981,  the  National 
Securities  Clearing  Corporation  filed 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  the  proposed  rule  change 
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as  described  in  Items  I,  II,  and  III  below, 
which  Items  have  been  prepared  by 
National  Securities  Clearing 
Corporation.  The  Commission  is 
publishing  this  notice  to  solicit 
comments  on  the  proposed  rule  change 
from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  deletes  all 
references  in  NSCC’s  Clearing  Fund 
Rule  (NSCC  Rule  4)  to  The  Depository 
Trust  Company’s  (DTC)  right  to  assess 
the  Clearing  Fund.  Currently  DTC  has 
the  right  under  certain  drcumstances  to 
assess  NSCC’s  Clearing  Fimd.  DTC 
relinquished  this  right  in  filing  SR-DTC- 
81-2. 

II.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission, 
National  Securities  Clearing 
Corporation  included  statements 
concerning  the  purpose  of  and  basis  for 
the  proposed  rule  change  and  discussed 
concurrences  it  received  fi'om  DTC  on 
the  proposed  rule  change.  The  text  of 
these  statem  .mts  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  specified  in  Item  IV  below. 
NSCC  has  prepared  summaries,  set  forth 
in  sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C]  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

(A)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule 
change  is  to  delete  all  references  in  Rule 
4  to  The  Depository  Trust  Company’s 
(DTC)  right  to  assess  NSCC’s  Clearing 
Fund  as  DTC  has  relinquished  this  right 
in  rule  filing  SR-DTC-81-2.  NSCC  will 
put  the  proposed  rule  change  into  effect 
concurrent  with  the  effectiveness  of  the 
aforementioned  DTC  rule  filing.  The 
proposed  rule  change  is  consistent  with 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
the  rules  and  regulations  thereunder 
applicable  to  NSCC  as  the  deletion  of 
this  reference  will  permit  NSCC  to  limit, 
within  required  constraints,  the 
purposes  to  which  the  Clearing  Fund 
may  be  put.  ’The  proposed  rule  change 
will  be  implemented  consistently  with 
the  safeguarding  of  securities  and  funds 
in  NSCC’s  custody  or  control  because 
the  elimination  of  DTC’s  right  to  assess 
NSCC’s  Clearing  Fund  will  leave 
NSCC’s  Clearing  Fund  intact  and 
available  for  the  purposes  for  which  use 
of  the  Clearing  Fund  may  be  put  by 
NSCC. 


(B)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition 

NSCC  does  not  believe  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  will  have  an 
impact  on  competition. 

(C)  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  From 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others 

While  no  comments  on  the  proposed 
rule  change  have  been  solicited  or 
received,  DTC  has  concurred  with  the 
proposed  rule  change. 

III.  Date  of  Efifectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

The  foregoing  rule  change  has  become 
effective  pursuant  to  Section  19(b}(3]  of 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and 
subparagraph  (e)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Rule  19b-4.  At  any  time 
within  60  days  of  the  filing  of  such 
proposed  rule  change,  the  Commission 
may  summarily  abrogate  such  rule 
change  if  it  appears  to  the  Commission 
that  such  action  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest,  for  the 
protection  of  investors,  or  otherwise  in 
furtherance  of  the  purposes  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

rV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent  amendments, 
all  written  statements  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  rule  change  that  are  filed 
with  the  Commission,  and  all  written 
communications  relating  to  the  proposed 
rule  change  between  the  Commission 
and  any  person,  other  than  those  that 
may  be  withheld  fix>m  the  public  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552,  will  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Reference  Section, 
1100  L  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
Copies  of  such  filing  will  also  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  principal  office  of  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization. 
All  submissions  should  refer  to  the  file 
number  in  the  caption  above  and  should 
be  submitted  on  or  before  July  6, 1981. 

For  the  Commission  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 


Dated:  June  9, 1981. 

George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17748  Filed  6-12-81;  8:46  amj 

BILLING  CODE  8010-01-M 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan  Area  No. 
1990] 

Texas;  Declaration  of  Disaster  Loan 
Area 

Tarrant  County  and  adjacent  counties 
within  the  State  of  Texas  constitute  a 
disaster  area  as  a  result  of  damage 
caused  by  tornado  force  winds,  rain  and 
hail  which  occurred  on  May  8, 1981. 
Eligible  persons,  firms  and  organizations 
may  file  application  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  until  the  close  of 
business  on  August  6. 1981,  and  for 
economic  injury  until  the  close  of 
business  on  March  5, 1982,  at:  Small 
Business  Administration,  District  Office, 
1100  Commerce  Street,  Room  3C  36, 
Dallas,  Texas  75242,  or  other  locally 
announced  locations. 

For  recent  change  in  disaster  loan 
eligibility  see  46  FR  18526  (March  25. 
1981). 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 

Dated:  jime  5, 1981. 

Michael  Cardenas, 

Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  81-17551  Filed  6-12-81;  a4S  am) 

BILUNG  CODE  e02S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 
[CGD  81-047] 

Rules  of  the  Road  Advisory  Council 

The  Coast  Guard  is  seeking  applicants 
who  are  interested  in  being  appointed 
members  of  the  Rules  of  the  Road 
Advisory  Council  (RORAC).  Creation  of 
RORAC,  to  become  effective  not  earlier 
than  1  October  1981,  was  mandated  in 
Section  5  of  Public  Law  96-591,  The 
Inland  Navigation  Rules  Act  of 1980. 

RORAC  will  advise,  consult  with,  and 
make  recommendations  to:  the 
Secretary  on  matters  relating  to  any 
major  proposals  for  changes  to  the 
Inland  Rules.  The  Council  may 
recommend  changes  to  the  Inland  Rules 
and  Intrernational  Regulations  to  the 
Secretary.  Any  advice  or 
recommendation  made  by  the  Council  to 
the  Secretary  shall  reflect  the 
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independent  judgement  of  the  Council 
on  the  matter  concerned. 

The  Council  will  consist  of  not  more 
than  21  members.  To  assure  balanced 
representation,  members  shall  be 
chosen,  insofar  as  practical,  from  the 
following  groups:  (1)  recognized  experts 
and  leaders  in  organizations  having  an 
active  interest  in  the  Rules  of  the  Road 
and  vessel  and  port  safety,  (2) 
representatives  of  owners  and  operators 
of  vessels,  professional  mariners, 
recreational  boaters,  and  the 
recreational  boating  industry,  (3) 
individuals  with  an  interest  in  maritime 
law,  and  (4)  Federal  &  State  officials 
with  responsibility  for  vessel  and  port 
safety. 

In  order  to  insure  balance  of 
membership  required  by  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,  the  Coast 
Guard  is  particularly  interested  in 
receiving  applications  from  minorities, 
women,  and  public  interest 
representatives.  Selection  will  be  based 
upon  expertise  in  the  subjects  under 
consideration. 

The  Council  will  meet  at  least  once  a 
year  at  a  location  selected  by  the 
sponsor.  Council  members  be 
compensated  at  a  daily  rate  fixed  by  the 
Secretary,  not  to  exceed  that  of  a  G&-18 
of  the  General  Schedule,  and  including 
travel  expenses  and  per  diem  as 
authorized  by  current  travel  regulations. 

Interested  person  should  apply  to: 
Commandant  (G-WWM-2),  U.S.  Coast 
Guard,  Washington,  D.C.  20593,  before 
August  1, 1981.  Supplemental 
information  will  then  be  forwarded.  For 
further  information  contact  Ensign 
Edward  G.  LeBlanc  of  the  Waterways 
Safety  Branch  at  the  above  address  or 
call  (202)  428-4958. 

Dated:  June  9 1961. 

K.  G.  Wiman, 

Rear  Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Acting  Chief, 
Office  of  Marine  Environment  and  Systems. 

pH  Doc.  81-17736  Filed  8-12-81;  8:45  am) 

BIUJNO  CODE  491S-14-M 


Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Air  Traffic  Procedures  Advisory 
Committee;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  1)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  Air  Traffic 
Procedures  Advisory  Committee  to  be 
held  from,  July  13  at  1  p.m.  through  July 
17  at  1  p.m.,  in  the  Executive  Conference 
Room,  at  the  FAA  Northwest  Region 
Headquarters,  FAA  Building,  Boeing 
Field,  Seattle.  Washington. 


The  agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  A  continuation  of  file 
Committee’s  review  of  present  air  traffic 
control  procedures  and  practices  for 
standardization,  clarification,  and 
upgrading  of  terminology  and 
procedures. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  the  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  Persons 
wishing  to  attend  and  persons  tvishing 
to  present  oral  statements  should  not^, 
not  later  than  the  day  before  the 
meeting,  and  information  may  be 
obtained  finm,  Mr.  L  Lane  Speck, 
Executive  Director,  Air  Traffic 
Procedures  Advisory  Committee.  Air 
Traffic  Service.  AAT-300, 800 
Independence  Avenue.  Washington, 

D.C.  20591,  telephone  (202)  426-3725. 

Any  member  of  the  public  may 
present  a  written  statement  to  the 
Committee  at  any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  June  5, 1981. 
L  Lane  Speck, 

Executive  Director,  Air  Traffic  Procedures 
Advisory  Committee. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17561  FUed  6-12.81: 6rfS  am] 

BIUJNO  CODE  4tie-i>ai 


East  Asian  International  Field  Office  at 
Tokyo,  Japan;  Notice  of  Closing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  or 
about  July  1, 1981,  ffie  East  Asian 
International  Field  Office.  Tokyo,  Japan, 
will  be  closed.  Services  to  the  general 
aviation  public  formerly  provided  by 
this  office  will  be  provided  by  the 
Honolulu  Flight  Standards  District 
Office  in  Honolulu,  Hawaii.  This 
information  will  be  reflected  in  the  FAA 
Organization  Statement  the  next  time  it 
is  reissued. 

(Sea  313(a).  72  Stat  752;  49  U.S.a  1354.) 
George  Harvey, 

Acting  Director,  Pacific-Asia  Region. 

(PR  Doc.  81-17563  Plied  8-12-81: 8:48  am| 

BIUJNO  CODE  4S1S-1S-M 


Radio  Technigiri  Commission  for 
Aeronautics  (RTCA),  Spedai 
Committee  145->Olgitai  Avionics 
Software;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 
L  92-463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  I)  notice  is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  RTCA 
Special  Committee  145  on  Digital 
Avionics  Software  to  be  held  on  July  7> 
9, 1981  at  the  Downtown  Hilton  Hotel, 
eth  and  University  Avenue,  Seattle, 
Washington,  commencing  at  9:30  a.m. 


The  Agenda  for  this  meeting  is  as 
follows:  (1)  Chairman's  Introductory 
Remaiics:  (2)  Approval  of  Minutes  of  the 
Fourth  Meeting  held  on  April  7-9, 1981; 
(3)  Review  Thinl  Draft  of  Committee 
Report  on  Software  Considerations  in 
Airborne  Systems  and  Equipment 
Certification:  and  (6)  Other  Business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  limited  to  space  available. 
With  the  approval  of  the  Chairman, 
members  of  the  public  may  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting.  I^rsons 
wishing  to  present  statements  or  obtain 
information  should  contact  the  RTCA 
SecretariaL  1717  H  StreeL  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C  20006;  (202)  296-0484. 
Any  member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  committee  at 
any  time. 

Issued  in  Washington.  D.C,  on  June  8, 1961. 
Kail  F.  Bieracii, 

Designated  Off icer. 

(PR  Doc  81-17582  Filed  6-12-61: 0NS  ami 
BRJJNQ  CODE  4S1S-12-M 


Federal  Highway  Administration 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  City 
of  Alameda,  Calif. 

agency:  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 

action:  Notice  of  intent 

summary:  The  FHWA  Is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  roadway  in  the 
City  of  Alameda,  California. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

D.  L  Eyres,  District  Engineer,  Federal 
Highway  Administratima,  P.O.  Box  1915, 
Sacramento,  California  95809, 
Telephone:  (916)  440-3541. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION:  The 
FHWA,  in  cooperation  with  the 
California  Department  of  Transportation 
will  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  on  the  proposed  Patton 
Way  Project  The  project  would  consist 
of  a  four-lane  roadway  to  b3rpass 
Webster  Street  as  the  connection  to  the 
Webster  Street  and  Posey  Tubes,  and  to 
provide  a  more  direct  access  for  the 
traffic  destined  for  the  eastern  and 
southern  parts  of  Alameda.  The 
approximately  4,000-foot  roadway 
would  be  developed  in  the  vacant  right- 
of-way  extending  from  the  tubes  to 
Lincoln  Avenue  and  Eighth  StreeL  at 
which  point  traffic  would  be  directed 
onto  the  existing  street  system.  The 
project  would  relieve  traffic  congestion 
on  Webster  Street  and  reduce  the 
potential  for  accidents. 
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The  EIS  will  include  a  discussion  of 
seven  alternatives,  including:  (1)  the  no¬ 
build  alternative;  (2]  the  proposed 
project;  (3]  the  proposed  project  with  a 
barrier  to  southbound  traffic  at  Eighth 
and  Lincoln;  (4)  Ae  proposed  project 
with  barriers  at  EighA  and  Lincoln  and 
Eighth  and  Central;  (5)  Ae  proposed 
project  with  Atlantic  Avenue 
Sherman  to  Webster  and  no  barriers;  (6) 
the  proposed  project  with  direct  access 
from  Patton  Way  to  Marina  Village;  and 
(7)  a  one-way  couplet  of  Webster  Street 
and  EighA  Street. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  March  19, 
1980  to  determme  Ae  scope  of  Ae 
Environmental  Document 
(Environmental  Assessment/ 
Environmental  Impact  Report). 
AdAtional  public  hearings  were  held, 
when  Ae  Environmental  Document  was 
completed,  to  provide  Ae  public 
additional  opportunity  for  comment. 
These  comments  will  be  mcorporated 
into  Ae  Aaft  EIS. 

To  ensure  Aat  Ae  full  range  of  issues 
related  to  Ais  proposed  action  are 
addressed  and  all  significant  issues 
identified,  comments  and  suggestions 
are  mvited  from  ail  mterested  parties. 
Comments  or  questions  concemmg  this 
proposed  action  and  Ae  EIS  should  be 
directed  to  Ae  FHWA  at  Ae  address 
provided  above. 

Issued  on  June  5, 1981. 

D.  L.  Eyres, 

District  Engineer,  Sacramento,  Calif, 

|FR  Doc.  81-17466  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILUNQ  CODE  4910-22-M 


Federal  Railroad  Administration 

Availability  of  a  Hnal  Environmental 
Impact  Statement 

The  Federal  Railroad  Administration 
(FRA)  hereby  announces  Ae  availability 
of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact/4(f) 
Statement  (FEIS)  entitled  Providence, 
Rhode  Island  Railroad  and  Highway 
Improvements.  The  FRA  has  acted  as 
Ae  lead  federal  agency  m  Ae 
preparation  of  Ais  FEIS,  in  cooperation 
with  Ae  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA).  The  proposed 
action  includes  elements  of  Ae 
Northeast  Corridor  Improvement 
Project,  as  authorized  by  Title  VII  of  Ae 
Railroad  Revitalization  and  Regulatory 
Reform  Act  of  1976  (45  U.S.C.  851  et 
seq.),  and  Ae  federal-aid  highway 
program. 

Components  of  Ae  proposed  action 
Aclude  relocation  of  the  railroad  in 
downtown  Providence  from  its  existing 
elevated  alignment  immediately 
adjacent  to  Ae  Central  Busmess  District 
to  a  new,  at-grade  alignment  at  the  base 


of  the  State  House  lawn;  construction  of 
a  new  railroad  station  over  Ae  tracks 
and  a  parking  garage  beneath  the 
station’s  south  entrance  plaza;  removal 
of  the  existing  railroad  viaduct; 
construction  of  an  interchange  between 
Interstate  95  (1-95)  and  States  Routes  6 
and  195,  with  Ae  extension  of  Route  6 
as  an  at-grade  boulevard  along  the 
abandoned  railroad  right-of-way 
between  1-95  and  Memorial  Square;  and 
ancillary  road  realignments  and 
improvements. 

Scoping  sessions  and  public 
informational  meetings  were  conducted 
prior  to  thepreparation  of  Ae  Aaft  EIS, 
which  was  Astributed  for  comments  in 
June  1980.  Subsequent  to  the  comments 
received  during  the  official  comment 
period  and  a  July  23, 1980  public  hearing, 
various  modifications  were  made  to  the 
proposed  action,  as  ouAned  in  the  FEIS, 
resulting  in  a  proposed  project  which 
would  still  satisfy  Ae  transportation 
needs  of  the  area  whilt  complementing 
local  land  use  and  economic 
development  planning  to  the  greatest 
extent  possible. 

As  the  proposed  action  would  have 
various  effects  upon  buildings,  sites,  and 
districts  Aat  are  eiAer  on  or  eligible  for 
mclusion  in  the  National  Register  of 
Historic  Places,  the  requirements  of 
Section  106  of  Ae  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966  and  Section  4(f) 
of  Ae  Department  of  Transportation  Act 
of  1966  were  addressed.  A  Memorandum 
of  Agreement  between  Ae  FRA,  Ae 
FHWA,  Ae  Rhode  Island  State  Historic 
Preservation  Officer,  and  Ae  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation 
adAessing  mitigation  measures  Aat 
must  be  implemented  is  mcluded  m  the 
FEIS. 

For  further  information,  or  receipt  of 
the  FEIS,  contact  Mr.  Donald  C  SmiA, 
Environmental/Permit  Coordinator, 
Northeast  Corridor  Project  Federal 
Railroad  Administration,  400  7A  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C  20590;  telephone 
(202]-472-5890.  Should  Ae  supply  of 
documents  be  depleted,  adAtional 
copies  may  be  obtained  for  Ae  cost  of 
reproduction. 

Louis  S.  Thompson, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Intercity 
Programs. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17424  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4910-06-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 

Availability  of  Reprinted  Looseleaf 
Edition  of  Customs  Regulations 

AGENCY:  Customs  Service.  Treasury. 


action:  Notice  of  availability. 

summary:  This  document  informs  the 
public  that  an  updated  reprinted 
looseleaf  edition  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  (19  CFR  Chapter  I)  is 
available  from  Ae  Government  Printing 
Office.  In  adAtion  to  Ae  Customs 
Regulations,  with  a  complete  up-to-date 
index,  including  all  changes  made 
Arough  March  31, 1981,  the  reprint 
includes  Treasury  Department  and 
Customs  Service  Delegation  Orders,  and 
an  appendix  containing  Ae  text  of,  or 
references  to  sections  of  law  and  Ae 
text  of  regulations  admmistered  by  other 
Government  departments  or  agencies 
and  enforced  wholly  or  in  part  by 
Customs. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  regulations  of  Ae  Customs 
Service,  codified  m  Title  19,  Chapter  I, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (19  CFR 
Chapter  I),  have  been  issued  by  Ae 
Commissioner  of  Customs,  wiA  Ae 
approval  of  Ae  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  for  Ae  purpose  of  carrymg  out 
Customs  and  navigation  laws  and  oAer 
laws  administered  by  Customs. 

Title  19,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
is  published  annually,  revised  as  of 
April  1  of  each  year,  by  Ae  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register.  In  Ae  mterest  of 
having  the  regulations  as  up  to  date  as 
possible.  Customs  has  Ae  Govermnent 
Printing  Office  print  a  looseleaf  edition 
which  is  updated  by  Ae  issuance  of  sets 
of  revised  pages  three  or  four  times  each 
year.  In  adAtion  to  Ae  regulations.  wiA 
a  complete  up-to-date  index,  Ae 
looseleaf  eAtion  also  includes  orders  of 
Ae  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  relating  to 
the  rights,  privileges,  powers,  and  duties 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Customs  and 
other  Customs  personnel,  €uid  Customs 
Delegation  Orders.  An  appendix  to  Ae 
looseleaf  edition  contains  Ae  text  of,  oi* 
references  to,  sections  of  law  and  the 
text  of  regulations  admmistered  by  other 
Government  departments  or  agencies 
and  enforced  wholly  or  in  part  by 
Customs. 

Two  sets  of  revised  pages  to  Ae 
regulations  have  been  issued  since  Ae 
last  general  reprint  was  prepared  in 
1979.  As  part  of  an  on-going  cost- 
effective  program  to  improve  Ae  utility 
of  Ae  regulations.  Customs  has 
prepared  a  new  reprint,  including  all 
changes  through  March  31. 1981. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Superintendent  of  Documents.  U.S. 
Government  Printing  Office, 
Washii^ton,  D.C.  20402  (783-3238). 
Subscribers  may  order  the  reprint  by 
requesting  Ae  “Customs  Regulations  of 
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•i 


Federal  Re^ster  /  Vol.  46,  No.  114  /  Monday,  June  15,  1981  /  Notices  31399 


the  United  States,  1981  Reprint.”  The 
renewal  rates  are  $10.00  for  current 
domestic  subscribers  and  $12.50  for 
current  foreign  subscribers.  The  rates  for 
new  subscribers  are  $29.00  for  domestic 
purchasers  and  $36.25  for  foreign 
purchasers.  Orders  for  the  new  reprint 
are  being  accepted  only  by  the 
Government  Printing  Office.  Copies  are 
not  available  from  the  U.S.  Customs 
Service. 

While  every  effort  has  been  made  to 
ensure  correctness,  users  may  notify  the 
U.S.  Customs  Service,  Regulations  and 
Information  Division,  Washington,  D.C. 
20229,  of  any  typographical  or  printing 
errors  in  order  that  corrections  may  be 
made.  Suggestions  for  improvement  also 
also  requested. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
was  Robert  J.  Pisani,  Regulations  and 
Information  Division,  U.S.  Customs 
Service. 

Dated:  June  9, 1981. 

Williartl  T.  Archey, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs. 

|FR  Doc.  61-17611  Filed  6-12-81;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  4810-22-M 


VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION 

120-Bed  Nursing  Home  Care  Unit, 
Veterans  Administration  Medical 
Center,  Hines,  III.;  Rnding  of  No 
Significant  Impact 

The  Veterans  Administration  (VA) 
has  assessed  the  potential 
environmental  impacts  that  may  occur 
as  a  result  of  the  construction  of  a  120- 
Bed  Nursing  Home  Care  Unit  (NHCU), 
at  the  Veterans  Administration  Medical 
Center  (VAMC),  Hines  Illinois. 

This  project  proposes  to  construct  a 
second  floor  addition  to  the  existing  120- 
Bed  nursing  Home  Care  Unit.  The 
addition  will  contain  another  120 
Nursing  Home  Care  Beds.  A  Land  Use 
Master  Plan  has  been  prepared  for 
VAMC  Hines.  Parking  to  serve  the  120- 
Bed  addition  was  included  in  the  plans 
for  the  existing  Nursing  Home.  This 
project  does  not  require  any  site 
development. 

This  project  is  a  vertical  expansion  of 
an  existing  NHCU  and  therefore  no 
other  alternatives  were  considered. 

Temporary  impacts  on  air  quality  and 
noise  levels  will  occur  during  the 
construction  phase.  Short  term  effects 
on  air  quality  and  noise  level  will  be 
reduced  by  control  measures  applied 
during  the  construction  phase  through 
the  application  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Specifications  as  put  forth  in 
the  VA  Construction  Specifications. 


There  are  no  anticipated  long  term 
impacts  associated  with  this  proposed 
action. 

The  signiflcance  of  the  identifled 
impacts  has  been  evaluated  relative  to 
the  considerations  of  both  context  and 
intensity,  as  defined  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (40  CFR  1508.27). 

This  Environmental  Assessment  has 
been  performed  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  Regulations, 

§§  1501.3  and  1508.9,  Title  40,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  A  “Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact”  has  been  reached 
based  on  the  information  presented  in 
this  assessment. 

The  assessment  is  being  placed  for 
public  examination  at  the  Veterans 
Administration.  Washington,  DC. 
Persons  wishing  to  examine  a  copy  of 
the  document  may  do  so  at  the  following 
office:  Mr.  Willard  Sitler,  P.E.,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Room 
950,  Veterans  Administration,  1425  K 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  DC.  Questions 
or  requests  for  single  copies  of  the 
Environmental  Assessment  may  be 
addressed  to:  Director,  Environmental 
Affairs  Oflice  (003A),  810  Vermont 
Avenue,  NW,  Washington.  DC  20420, 
(202)  389-2526. 

Dated:  June  8, 1981. 

Donald  L.  Custis, 

Acting  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17616  Filed  6-12-81;  6:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8320-01-M 


Fort  Logan  National  Cemetery,  Denver, 
Colo.;  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  Veterans  Administration  (VA) 
has  assesed  the  potential  environmental 
impacts  that  may  occur  as  a  result  of 
acquiring  an  easement  to  convey 
irrigation  water  to  the  cemetery.  The 
ultimate  development  of  Fort  Logan 
National  Cemetery  will  result  in 
approximately  110  acres  of  cemetery 
grounds  requiring  irrigation.  Presently 
the  irrigation  water  is  pumped  fix>m  a 
lake  on  cemetery  grounds. 

This  lake  is  supplied  by  overland  flow 
from  its  watershed  fiom  seepage 
originating  at  Marston  Lake,  and  from 
Johnson  Ditch.  The  portion  of  Johnson 
Ditch  which  would  supply  Cemetery 
Lake  has  been  inoperable  for  years.  The 
ditch  is  overgrown  with  weeds,  filled-in 
sections  and  collapsed  in  others.  Due  to 
this,  the  water  flow  of  Johnson  Ditch  has 
taken  a  new  path  and  follows  an 
alignment  known  as  the  Pinehurst 
Turnout,  which  feeds  the  three 
interconnected  lakes  on  the  Pinehurst 
Country  Club.  The  outfall  of  these  lakes 
feeds  Cemetery  Lake.  This  existing 
means  of  conveyance  has  been 


operating  and  in  continued  use  for 
several  years.  Whereas,  no  formal 
easement  agreement  existed  to  date,  the 
VA  is  entering  into  an  easement 
agreement  with  Norgren  Properties 
Company,  owners  of  the  Pinehurst 
Country  Club  property,  to  allow  the 
conveyance  of  water  across  their 
property.  This  easement  will  be  for  the 
Pinehurst  Turnout  and  interconnected 
lakes  to  be  used  as  a  means  of 
continuous  conveyance  of  irrigation 
water  to  Cemetery  Lake. 

Five  alternatives  were  considered 
prior  to  the  decision  to  reestablish 
Johnson  Ditch.  These  alternatives  were: 

(1)  Reestablishing  Johnson  Ditch;  (2) 
Replacing  Johnson  Ditch  with  pipe;  (3) 
Contracting  with  Denver  WatUt  Board; 

(4)  Direct  purchase  of  water,  (5)  Drill  a 
well. 

Alternative  (1)  Repairing  the 
abandoned  alignment  was  abandoned 
when  the  owners  of  the  Pinehurst 
Turnout  came  forward  and  offered  the 
Government  an  easement  Alternative 

(2)  the  piping  of  the  entire  alignment  of 
Johnson’s  Ditch  firom  the  Pinehurst 
Turnout  to  Cemetery  Lake  was  not 
selected  because  of  the  high  cost 
Alternative  (3)  would  supply  Cemetery 
Lake  with  water  finm  Marston  Lake,  via 
the  lower  end  of  the  Johnson  Ditch,  on  a 
contract  basis.  *1110  Denver  Water  Bbard 
decided  that  they  would  not  consider 
contracting  for  water  in  this  way,  unless 
water  rights  were  exchanged.  The 
proposal  was  an  exchange  of  the 
C^vemment’s  existing  water  rights  to 
Harriman  Lake.  Bear  and  Turkey  Creek 
and  Soda  Lakes  for  some  sort  of  long¬ 
term  water  supply  contract  The 
Government  chose  not  to  negotiate  the 
exchange.  Alternative  (4)  which  is  the 
direct  purchase  of  water  from  the 
Denver  Water  Board,  was  not  selected  ~ 
because  the  Board  could  supply  treated 
water  only,  which  at  the  going  rates 
proved  to  be  too  costly  for  irrigation 
purposes.  Alternative  (5)  is  to  drill  a 
well.  This  alternative  was  presented  by 
the  consultant  who  studied  the  water 
supply  situation. 

liie' consultant’s  position  in  drilling  a 
well  is  the  interpretation  of  the  Colorado 
Drainage  Law,  which  may  entitle  the 
Government  to  using  its  water  rights  on 
site,  by  drilling  a  well  rather  than  fit)m 
surface  water  in  Johnson  Ditch.  This 
avenue  appears  promising  but  too  much 
investigation  to  determine  the  legal 
position  of  the  Government  would  have 
been  necessary  to  implement  such  a 
proposal.  Therefore,  this  possibility  was 
abandoned  because  of  time  and  costly 
legal  fees. 

The  easement  facilities  agreement  wiU 
not  alter  the  existing  wateiflow. 
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Therefore,  no  environmental  impacts 
will  be  incurred,  nor  will  any  mitigative 
measures  be  necessary. 

The  significance  of  the  identified 
impacts  has  been  evaluated  relative  to 
the  considerations  of  both  context  and 
intensity,  as  deHned  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (Title  40  CFR 
1508.27). 

This  Environmental  Assessment  has 
been  performed  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  Regulations, 

$S  1501.3  and  1508.9.  A  “Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact”  has  been  reached 
based  on  the  information  presented  in 
this  assessment. 

Hie  assessment  is  being  placed  for 
public  examination  at  the  Veterans 
Administration,  Washington,  DC. 
Persons  wishing  to  examine  a  copy  of 
the  document  may  do  so  at  the  following 
office:  Mr.  Willard  Sitler,  P.E.,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Room 
950,  Veterans  Admmistration,  1425  K 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  DC.  Questions 
or  requests  for  single  copies  of  the 
Environmental  Assessment  may  be 
addressed  to:  Director,  Office  of 
Environmental  Affairs  (003A],  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  DC. 
20420,  (202)  389-2526. 

Dated:  June  8, 1981. 

Donald  L.  Custis, 

Acting  Administrator. 

|FR  Doc.  81-17617  Filed  6-12-81. 8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  a320-01-M 


Outpatient  and  Clinic  Addition, 
Veterans  Administration  Medical 
Center,  Grand  Junction,  Colo.;  Finding 
of  No  Significant  Impact 

The  Veterans  Administration  (VA) 
has  assessed  the  potential 
environmental  impacts  that  may  occur 
as  a  result  of  the  construction  of  an 
Outpatient  and  Clinical  Addition  at  the 
Veterans  Administration  Medical 
Center,  Grand  Junction,  Colorado.  A 
definite  site  has  not  been  identified; 
however,  the  addition  will  be  located 
adjacent  to  the  north  face  of  Building 
No.  1  (Main  Hospital).  Based  on  early 
conceptual  plans,  the  new  construction 
will  be  approximately  44,200  gross 
square  feet  (gsf).  Approximately  49,810 
gsf  of  space  vacated  by  services  being 
relocated  in  the  new  addition  will  be 
renovated.  The  estimated  project  cost  is 
$13,369,000,  inclusive  of  contingencies, 
professional  design  services  and 
inflation  to  time  of  construction. 

Several  schemes  involving  different 
functional  adjacencies  and  points  of 
attachment  to  the  existing  hospital  have 
been  examined  along  with  the  no  action 
alternative. 

Temporary  construction  related 
impacts  that  will  exist  through  project 
completion  include  noise,  dust,  fumes, 
and  soil  erosion.  The  environmental 
impacts  will  be  minimal. 

Soil  erosion  control,  noise  control,  and 
air  quality  control  measures  will  be 
implemented  and  will  comply  with  all 
Federal,  State  and  local  codes,  as  well 
as  the  VA  construction  specifications 
which  include  the  Environmental 
Protection  section. 


Specifically  noted  for  compliance  is 
Colorado  Air  Pollution  Control 
Regulation  No.  1. 

The  increased  demand  for  parking 
will  be  mitigated  by  the  construction  of 
additional  parking  spaces  as  allowed  by 
VA  criteria. 

The  significance  of  the  identified 
impacts  has  been  evaluated  relative  to 
the  considerations  of  both  context  and 
intensity,  as  defined  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (40  CFR  1508.27). 

This  Environmental  Assessment  has 
been  performed  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  National 
Enviromnental  Policy  Act  Regulations, 

§  §1501.3  and  1508.9,  Title  40,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  A  “Finding  of  No 
Significant  Impact”  has  been  reached 
based  on  the  information  presented  in 
'this  assessment. 

The  assessment  is  being  placed  for 
public  examination  at  the  Veterans 
Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
Persons  wishing  to  examine  a  copy  of 
the  document  may  do  so  at  the  following 
office:  Mr.  Willard  Sitler,  P.E.,  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Room 
950,  Veterans  Administration,  1425  K 
Street,  NW,  Washington,  DC.  Questions 
or  requests  for  single  copies  of  the 
Environmental  Assessment  may  be 
addressed  to:  Director,  Office  of 
Environmental  Affairs  (003A),  810 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW,  Washington,  DC 
20420,  (202)  389-2526. 

Dated:  June  8, 1981. 

Donald  L.  Custis, 

Acting  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  81-17618  Filed  6-12-61;  8:45  am] 

BILLING  CODE  8320-01-M 
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1 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD. 

[M-318  Arndt  1,  June  11, 1981] 

Addition  of  item  to  the  closed  meeting 
TIME  AND  date:  9:30  a.m.,  June  10. 1981. 
PLACE:  Room  1012, 1825  Connecticut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20428. 
subject:  5.  Negotiations/Consultations 
with  France,  Scheduled  to  begin  in  Paris, 
France  June  12  or  June  13, 1981.  (BIA) 
STATUS:  Closed. 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT:  Phyllis  T.  Kaylor. 
the  Secretary  202/673-5068. 

IR-927-81  Filed  6-11-81;  3fll  pm) 

BILUNG  CODE  6320-01-M 


2 

CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Tuesday,  June  17, 1981,  3 
p.m. 

LOCATION:  Third  floor  hearing  room, 
till  18th  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 
STATUS:  Open  to  the  public. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  The 
Commission  is  meeting  with 
representatives  of  the  Upholstered 
Furniture  Action  Council  (UFAC)  to 
discuss  upholstered  furniture 
flammability.  UFAC  requested  the 
meeting. 

FOR  ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION, 

CONTACT:  Sheldon  D.  Butts,  Deputy 
Secretary,  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Consumer  Product  Safety  Commission. 
Suite  300, 1111 18th  Street.  NW., 


Washington.  DC  20207;  Telephone  (202) 
634-7700. 

IS-928-81  Filed  6-11-81:  3:59  pm] 

BILUNG  CODE  63S5-01-M 


3 

FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice  of  Agency  meeting 
Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
at  2:45  p.m.  on  Thursday,  June  11, 1981, 
the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  will  meet 
by  telephone  conference  call  to  consider 
certain  personnel  matters. 

The  meeting  is  expected  to  be  closed 
to  public  observation  pursuant  to 
subsections  (c)(2)  and  (c)(6)  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act”  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(2)  and  (c)(6)). 

Requests  for  information  concerning 
the  meeting  may  be  directed  to  Mr. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson,  Executive  Secretary 
of  the  Corporation,  at  (202)  389-4425. 

Dated:  June  10, 1981. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

|S-935-ei  Filed  6-11-81: 11:49  am| 

BILLING  CODE  6714-01-M 
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FEDERAL  ENERGY  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION. 

TIME  AND  date:  10  a.m.,  June  17. 1981. 
PLACE:  Room  9306,  825  North  Capitol 
Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426. 
status:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Agenda. 

Note. — Items  listed  on  the  agenda  may  be 
deleted  without  further  notice. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION*.  Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 
Secretary;  Telephone  (202)  357-8400. 

This  is  a  list  of  matters  to  be 
considered  by  the  Commission.  It  does 
not  include  a  listing  of  all  papers 
relevant  to  the  items  on  the  agenda: 
however,  all  public  documents  may  be 
examined  in  the  Division  of  Public 
Information. 

Consent  Power  Agenda— 493rd  Meeting,  June 
17, 1981,  Regular  Meeting  (10  a.m.) 

CAP-1.  Project  No.  2752.  Northern  Lights.  Inc. 
CAP-2.  Docket  No.  E-9530,  Pyramid  Lake 
Tribe  of  Indians  v.  Sierra  Pacific  Power 


Co.:  Project  Nos.  4161-000.  4162-000,  4163- 
000  and  4164-000.  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Cr,. 
CAP-3.  Docket  No.  ER81-305-«)0.  Union 
Light,  Heat  &  Power  Co. 

CAP-4.  Docket  No.  ER81-43&-000.  South 
Carolina  Electric  F  Gas  Co. 

CAP-5.  Docket  No.  tJt78-409,  Philadelphia 
Electric  Co. 

CAP-6.  Docket  No.  ER77-533,  Louisiana 
Power  &  Light  Co. 

CAP-7.  Docket  No.  EF81-  ,  Pacific 
Northwest  Electric  Power  Planning  and 
Conservation  Act — rates  for  sales  to 
Bonneville  Power  Administration 
CAP-B.  Docket  No.  ES81-35-000,  El  Paso 
Electric  Co. 

Consent  Miscellaneous  Agenda 
CAM-1.  Docket  No.  QF81-25-«X).  Tulsa 
Energy  Corp. 

CAM-2.  Docket  No.  RM79-76  (Colorado— 15). 
high-cost  gas  produced  from  tight 
formations 

CAM-3.  Docket  No.  RM79-76  (Alabama — 1). 
high-cost  gas  produced  from  tight 
formations 

CAM-4.  Docket  No.  RM79-76  (West 
Virginia — 1),  high-cost  gas  produced  from 
tight  formations 

CAM-5.  Docket  No.  CP81-  .  State  of  Ohio. 
Section  103  NGPA  well  category 
determinations:  Charles  O.  Lighthizer,  A.  R. 
Crawford  No.l  Well.  FERC  No.  JD79-6124: 
Marshall  No.l  Well.  FERC  No.  JD79-1252 

Consent  Gas  Agenda 

CAG-1.  Docket  No.  RP81-51-000,  Border  Gas. 
Inc. 

CAG-2.  Docket  No.  RP81-64-00a  Cities 
Service  Gas  Co. 

CAG-3.  Docket  No.  RP81-65-000.  National 
Fuel  Gas  Supply  Corp. 

CAG-4.  Docket  No.  RP81-66-000.  ANR 
Storage  Co. 

CAG-5.  Docket  No.  RP81-68-000.  Algonquin 
Gas  Transmission  Co. 

CAG-6.  Docket  Nos.  RP78-63  and  RP77-11. 

Southwest  Gas  Corp. 

CAG-7.  Docket  No.  CI78-223-002.  Exxon 
Corp.:  Docket  No.  081-227-000,  Sonat 
Exploration  Co.:  Docket  No.  CS71-317-000. 
Coates  Energy  Trust  and  Elizabeth  H. 
Maddux  (George  H.  Coates  estate,  et  al.J: 
Docket  No.  CS73-188,  Robert  Cargill; 
Docket  No.  C-10334,  J.  A.  Goodson,  trustee: 
Docket  No.  CI81-272-000.  Case  Pomeroy 
Oil  Corp.:  Docket  No.  C181-273-000, 
Felmonl  Oil  Corp.;  Docket  No.  CI64-11-000, 
Arco  Oil  &  Gas  Co..  Division  of  Atlantic 
Richfield  Co.;  Docket  No.  C181-228-000. 
Union  Texas  Petroleum  Corp.;  Docket  No. 
C181-265-000.  Anadarko  Production  Co.; 
Docket  No.  C181-225-000,  Transco 
Exploration  Co.;  Docket  No.  CS71-317-000, 
Coates  Energy  Trust  and  Elizabeth  H. 
Maddux  rate  schedule  Nos.  219  and  299. 
Phillips  Petroleum  Co. 

CAG-6.  Docket  No.  CP81-227-00a  El  Paso 
Natural  Gas  Co. 
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CAG-a.  Docket  No.  CP81-228-000.  Southwest 
Gas  Corp. 

CAG-10.  Docket  No.  CP81-121-000.  El  Paso 

.  Natural  Gas  Co.  and  Amoco  Production  Co. 

CAG-11.  Docket  No.  CP81-120-000,  Natural 
Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America,  Columbia 
Gulf  Transmission  Co..  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Co.,  Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 
and  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co. 

CAG-12.  Docket  No.  CP77-243.  Southern 
Natural  Gas  Co. 

CAG-13.  Docket  No.  CP76-455. 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp., 
Florida  Gas  Transmission  Co.  and  Sea 
Robin  Pipeline  Co.;  Docket  No.  CP77-291, 
Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Co.,  Transcontinental 
Gas  Pipe  Line  Corp.,  Florida  Gas 
Transmission  Co.,  Southern  Natural  Gas 
Co.,  and  United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.;  Docket 
No.  CP77-302,  Sea  Robin  Pipeline  Co.; 
Docket  No.  CP77-345,  Southern  Natural 
Gas  Co.;  Docket  No.  CP77-349,  Florida  Gas 
Transmission  Co.;  Docket  No.  CP77-402, 
Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.;  Docket 
No.  CP77-435,  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Co. 

Kenneth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|S-e23-81  Piled  6-11-81: 902  am| 

BHXmO  CODE  6450-S5-M 


5 

(1P04011 

PAROLE  COMMiSStON. 

National  Commissioners  (the 
Commissioners  presently  maintaining 
offlces  at  Bethesda,  Maryland, 
Headquarters) 

TIME  AND  DATE:  9:30  a.m.,  Thursday, 

June  11, 1961. 

place:  Room  420-F,  One  North  Park 
Building,  5550  Friendship  Boulevard, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20015. 

STATUS:  Closed  pursuant  to  a  vote  to  be 
taken  at  the  beginning  of  the  meeting. 
MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  Referrals 
from  Regional  Commissioners  of 
approximately  8  cases  in  which  inmates 
of  federal  prisons  have  applied  for 
parole  or  are  contesting  revocation  of 
parole  or  mandatory  release. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Linda  Wines  Marble, 
Chief  Case  Analyst,  National  Appeals 
Board,  United  States  Parole  Commission 
(301)  492-5926. 

|S-924-ei  Piled  6-11-81;  10:4.9  am| 

BHJJNQ  CODE  441IM>1-M 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION. 
“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 

46  FR  30299,  June  5, 1981. 

STATUS:  Closed  meeting. 

PLACE:  Room  824,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C. 


DATE  PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED:  Tuesday, 
June  2, 1981.  ; 

CHANGES  IN  THE  MEETING:  Additional/ 
deletion  items.  The  following  additional 
items  were  considered  at  a  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  June  9, 
1981,  at  10:00  a.m. 

Consideration  of  amicus  participation. 
Litigation  matter. 

The  following  additional  items  will  be 
considered  at  a  closed  meeting 
scheduled  for  Thursday,  June  11. 1981, 
following  the  10:00  a.m.  open  meeting. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  action. 

Freedom  of  Information  Act  appeal. 

The  following  items  will  not  be 
considered  at  a  closed  meeting 
scheduled  for  Tliursday,  June  11, 1981, 
following  the  10:00  a.m.  open  meeting. 

Institution  of  injunctive  actions. 
Administrative  proceeding  of  an  enforcement 
nature. 

Chairman  Shad  and  Commissioners 
Loomis,  Evans  and  Thomas  determined 
that  Commission  business  required  the 
above  changes  and  that  no  earlier  notice 
thereof  was  possible. 

At  times  changes  In  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Arthur  C. 
Delibert  at  (202)  27Z-2467. 

June  10, 1981. 

IS-922-81  Plied  6-11-61;  &45  am| 

BttXING  CODE  tOIS-ai-M 
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TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY. 

TIME  AND  DATE:  7  p.m.  (CDT),  Thursday, 
June  18, 1981  (Meeting  No.  1268). 

PLACE:  Goosepond  Civic  Center, 
Highway  79  South,  Scottsboro, 

Alabama. 

STATUS:  Open. 

A — Project  Authorizations 

1.  Project  Authorization  No.  3551 — 
Residential  room  unit  thermal  storage 
demonstration  project. 

B— Purchase  Awards 

1.  Req.  No.  827420 — ^Thermal  reflective  all- 
metal  insulation  for  piping  and 
equipment  inside  containment  at  Yellow 
Creek  Nuclear  Plant  units  1  and  2. 

2.  Amendment  to  Contract  No.  81K51826976 
with  Blount  Brothers  Corporation, 
Montgomery,  Alabama,  for  construction 
of  Office  of  Power  buildings  for 
Chattanooga  office  complex. 

C— Power  Items 

*1.  Letter  agreement  with  Maryville 
College,  Maryville,  Tennessee,  covering 

‘Item  approved  by  individual  Board  members. 
This  would  give  formal  ratification  of  the  Board's 
action. 


development  and  implementation  of  a 
project  to  evaluate  the  performance  of 
wood-burning  boilers  in  the  TVA  region. 

2.  Lease,  rental,  and  amendatory  agreement 
with  Lenoir  City,  Tennessee,  covering 
arrangements  for  161-kV  deliveries  at 
TVA's  Fort  Loudoun  Hydro  and  Solway 
16i-kV  Substations. 

3.  Lease  and  amendatory  agreement  with_ 
Hartselle,  Alabama,  covering 
arrangements  for  consolidated  46rkV 
service  at  TVA’s  Hartselle  161-kV 
Substation. 

4.  New  Power  contract  with  Monsanto 
Company,  Decatur,  Alabama. 

D — Personnel  Items 

*1.  Change  of  status  for  Robert  C.  Steffy, 

Jr.,  from  Assistant  Director,  to  Director, 
Energy  Conservation  and  Rates,  Office  of 
Power,  Chattanooga,  Tennessee. 

E—Real  Property  Transactions 

1.  Abandonment  of  permanent  flooding  and 
certain  limited  land  management  rights 
affecting  approximately  one  acre  of  Fort 
Loudoun  Reservoir  land  located  in  Knox 
County,  Tennessee,  owned  by  the  Regal 
Corporation — ^Tract  No.  FL-990F. 

2.  Supplemental  deed  modiflcations 
affecting  two  tracts  of  land  on 
Guntersville  Reservoir  to  facilitate 
recreational  use  and  waterfront 
residential  development — ^lYact  Nos. 
XGR-11  and  XGR-105. 

3.  Memorandum  of  agreement  between 
Alabama  Department  of  Conservation 
and  Natural  Resources  and  TVA 
covering  arrangements  for  the 
management  of  1500  acres  of  TVA  land 
in  the  Mallard-Fox  Creek  area  in 
northern  Alabama  for  wildlife  and  public 
recreation.  (TVA’s  designation  of  450 
acres  of  the  Mallard-Fox  Creek  area  for 
future  industrial  development,  as 
proposed  in  the  final  environmental  . 
impact  statement,  will  be  implemented 
by  concurrent  action  of  the  General 
Manager.) 

F— Unclassified 

1.  Revised  TVA  policy  code  relating  to 
development  and  utilization  of  recreation 
resources. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Craven  H.  Crowell,  Jr., 
Director  of  Information,  or  a  member  of 
his  staff  can  respond  to  request  for 
information  about  this  meeting.  Call 
(615)  632-3247,  Knoxville,  Tennessee. 
Information  is  also  available  at  TVA’s 
Washington  OfHce  (202)  245-0101. 

Dated:  June  11, 1981. 
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AGENCY  PUBUCATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  following  agencies  have  agrded  to  pubiish  all 
documents  on  two  assigned  days  of  the  week 
(Monday /Thursday  or  Tuesday/Friday). 

TNs  is  a  voluntary  program.  (See  OFR  NOTICE 

41  FR  32914,  August  6.  1976.) 

Monday 

Tuesday 

Wadneaday 

Thuraday 

Friday 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FRA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/FRA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/NHTSA 

LABOR 

DOT/NHTSA 

LABOR 

DOT/RSPA 

HHS/FDA 

DOT/RSPA 

HHS/FDA 

DOT/SLSDC 

DOT/SLSDC 

DOT/UMTA 

DOT/UMTA 

CSA 

CSA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  for  publication  on  a  day  that  Day-of-the-Week  Program  Coordinator, 

will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  Office  of  the  Federal  Register, 

day  following  the  holiday.  National  Archives  and  Records  Service, 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  General  Services  Administration, 

Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Washington,  D.C.  20408. 


List  of  Public  Laws 

Note:  No  public  bills  which  have  become  law  were  received  by  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register  for  inclusion  in  today's  List  of  Public 
Laws. 

Last  Listing  June  10, 1981 
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